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EDITORIAL 


Electoral Democracies, Imperial Nightmares 


T he U.S. government and mainstream media are openly 
hysterical over the recent turn of events in the Middle 
East. Continuing Iraqi resistance to the U.S.-British oc¬ 
cupation and factional infighting in the democratically-elected 
parliament, the free and fair election of a Hamas government in 
Palestine, the threat of Hezbollah-led armed forces in Lebanon, 
and democratic Iran’s refusal to submit to U.S.-led demands 
that it renounce its nuclear program: these pose serious prob¬ 
lems for the imperium. The Bush administration pursued a policy 
of invasion, occupation and repression in a self-proclaimed 
quest to spread Western-style “representative democracy” in 
the region. And yet now, confronted with the results of demo¬ 
cratic elections in Iraq, Palestine, Iran, and Lebanon, it pounds 
the table in protest and gives Israel the green light to go to war 
against Lebanon. 

A succession of Democratic and Republican administra¬ 
tions have worked to secure the renunciation—generally against 
the wishes of the local population—of any and all popular or 
nationalist aspirations in the Middle East that don’t fit in with 
the agendas of the U.S. and Israel. To this end, the US expects 
Middle Eastern nation-states to accept American-Israeli hege¬ 
mony—a hegemony which in the past has guaranteed the U.S. 
access to the region’s resources and Israel a free hand in its 
territorial expansion at the expense of the Palestinians. 

This state of affairs was, until recently, relatively secure. 
However the fall of the Soviet Union (and its Eastern European 
trade bloc) encouraged some within the U.S. to attempt to turn 
a vision of a unipolar New World Order into a fait accompli 
enforced world-wide through military means. The coming to 
power of George Bush’s neo-conservative regime, coupled with 
the attacks on the World Trade Center and Pentagon in 2001, 
was the green light for invading Iraq in a bid to lock down U.S. 
control of the world’s most valuable resource, oil. But now, 
thanks to rampant corruption, strategic incompetence and just 
plain overreach, U.S. military forces are bogged down, exposed 
and vulnerable. And this weakness has given hope to the 
peoples of the region. Those who can vote have voted accord¬ 
ingly, just as those who can resist have resisted ferociously. 
The mirror image of armed resistance in Iraq, Palestine, and 
Lebanon is electoral defiance at the polls. 

However you would never know it from the American mass 
media, which plays like small change in the pocket of the same 
interests that fund the nation’s politicians. Six corporations 
control all major American newspapers, magazines and TV out¬ 
lets and two of the three major television networks (NBC and 
CBS) are owned by military contractors. This corporate syn¬ 
ergy decrees that the media support every big business-sanc¬ 
tioned initiative, including wars, emanating from Congress or 
the White House. At the same time the gutting of critical and 
investigative news reporting in favor of Fox News broadcast 
style press-release and official-source stenography has been a 
further boon to government propaganda efforts. The end re¬ 
sult is a mass media that fails to provide any news or analysis 
that might undermine the U.S. establishment’s world-view. Typi¬ 
cal of this acquiescence is CNN executive Eason Jordan’s 
recent revelation that in the spring of 2003 he “went to the 
Pentagon myself several times before the [Iraq] war started and 
met with important people there and said, for instance—‘at 


CNN, here are the generals we’re thinking of retaining to advise 
us on the air and off about the war’—and we got a big thumbs- 
up on all of them.” (CNN, 4/20/03). Not only does the emperor 
have no clothes; he is so arrogant he parades it on his own TV 
network. 

The truth (obvious everywhere but in U.S. media accounts) 
is that most of the Iraqi population detests the American-Brit- 
ish occupation, along with all efforts to loot Iraqi oil or control 
the course of self-government. The insurgency is unlikely to 
go away because it’s an open secret that the cost of occupa¬ 
tion cannot be sustained indefinitely. Back in the U.S. and Brit¬ 
ain, sparkling media announcements about coalition “progress,” 
TV staged high-tech night raids, and radio features on the “re¬ 
building” effort might fool some, but it’s no substitute for fail¬ 
ure on the ground. 

And in the Middle East, the voting public knows it. Hence 
Iraq, where the make-up of the political parties in the National 
Assembly reflects a population split neatly along religious and 
ethnic lines. Having succeeded in the electoral box, the politi¬ 
cal players in the so-called “unity” government are just waiting 
for the U.S. and Britain to leave so they can carve up what is left 
of the country. In Palestine the general population perceived 
that it had little to lose by embracing Hamas as an alterative to 
the ineffectual and corrupt PLO. Answering Israeli nationalism 
in kind, the vote for Hamas served notice that as far as the 
Palestinians are concerned, territorially speaking, the Gaza strip 
and West Bank are just a beginning. As for Iran’s elected presi¬ 
dent, Mahmoud Ahmadinejad, he has had little inclination to 
be bullied by the U.S., given his country’s crucial role as a 
world oil provider. Besides, Iraq is right next door, and its major¬ 
ity Shia population would not respond well to any “preventa¬ 
tive strikes” against Iran’s nuclear program, UN sponsored or 
otherwise. And then there is Lebanon’s governing coalition, 
which includes Hezbollah. Plainly, the citizens of Lebanon have 
not forgotten the beleaguered plight of the Palestinians nor are 
they willing to acquiesce to Israeli interference in their internal 
affairs. 

And so, electoral democracy has got the U.S. in a pickle. 
Elections have emboldened the resolve of a wide range of op¬ 
position voices throughout the region because they reflect, 
however imperfectly, popular opinion. That opinion has been 
shaped by a lengthy record of Western-sponsored coups and 
dictatorships, military strikes and invasions, boycotts, sanc¬ 
tions, occupations, and the triumphal belligerence of the region’s 
premier neo-colonial settler state, Israel. One wonders, then, 
what the U.S.-Israeli alliance would do if the electoral lid came 
off in, say, Pakistan or Egypt? What if sham elections in these 
key client states morphed into the real thing? Imagine the Is¬ 
lamic Brotherhood coming to power in Egypt or a religious 
fundamentalist party with a nuclear bomb in Pakistan. Add the 
current government in Iran, Hamas in Palestine, Hezbollah in 
Lebanon and the Iraqi debacle and you have George W. Bush’s 
living nightmare—the spread of out-of-control electoral democ¬ 
racy in the Middle East. 

Allan Antliff 
Jason McQuinn 
Thomas Wheeler 
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-BAG. Fuller 


W elcome to the new is¬ 
sue of Alternative Press Re¬ 
view ! We’re a bit tardy with 
this issue but we shall make every ef¬ 
fort to get back on a regular quarterly 
publishing schedule. 

Alternative Press Review has set up 
a store to handle online orders at our 
web site (www.altpr.org). Now you can 
order subscriptions, back issue sets, 
books, APR t-shirts (check out the ad 
on page 63), and make donations. You 
can go directly to our online store at 
http://www.infoshopdirect.com/ 
alternativepressreview. 

We continue to encourage those 
who wish to provide extra support to 
consider becoming a sustaining contribu¬ 
tor by donating $100 a year. Besides a 
one-year subscription, sustainers will 
also receive books offered through 
A.A.L. Press and the Alternative Press 
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This new issue of APR features 
Harold Pinter’s Nobel Prize speech 
“Art, Truth, and Politics” and Noam 
Chomsky’s Amnesty International Lec¬ 
ture analyzing the current “war on ter¬ 
ror.” Independent journalist Dahr Jamail 
reports on “How Massacres Become the 
Norm,” and Francis Frascina examines 
the media framing of reports on Hurri¬ 
cane Katrina and 9/11. 

It is with sadness we note the pass¬ 
ing of regular APR contributor Richard 
Mock (page 6-7). Mock was one of the 
great artists in the North American an¬ 
archist community and will be missed. 

The review section is a bit thin this 
issue and we have quite a backlog of 
zines, books, and DVD documentaries 
to review. We cannot possibly review 
everything we receive but we will make 
every effort to expand the review sec¬ 
tion in future issues. 

Thomas Wheeler 
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LETTERS 


Letters are 
welcome! 

As many letters to Alter¬ 
native Press Review— con¬ 
cerning appropriate topics of 
potential interest to readers— 
will be published as is pos¬ 
sible given the space limita¬ 
tions of this format. All let¬ 
ters should be no more than 
one typed, double-spaced 
page (no longer than 600 
words). For anything of 
greater length, please query 
first to see if there is any 
chance we will be able to 
publish it. Letters will include 
the writer’s name, city and 
state, province or country, 
unless otherwise requested. 
Send all letters to Alternative 
Press Review, do A.A.L. 
Press, PO Box 6245, Arling¬ 
ton, VA 22206-6245 


Dear Thomas, 

Thank you for sending me 
Alternative Press Review. 

I find it refreshing and 
informative, and I enjoy 
reading the articles. 

There is certainly not 
anything else like it in the 
market. The links to 
articles and other publica¬ 
tions are most useful. 
Many best wishes for 
successive issues. I look 
forward to receiving them. 
Russell Drake 
Yucca Valley, CA 

DearAPR, 

Where I live, in Auckland, 
New Zealand, there is one 
daily paper and two, 
virtually identical, 6 p.m. 


TV news programmes, and 
the coverage of the invasion 
of Iraq has been along 
extremely ‘official’ lines, as 
is most of the other news, 
as shown by the pro-police 
bias of these media when 
reporting a recent case 
where a woman took three 
top-ranking policemen to 
court for historic rape 
allegations. (Needless to 
say, the police were 
acquitted, though subse¬ 
quently it has been an¬ 
nounced that the three 
officers will be back in court 
to face charges by another 


complainant. So we’ll see.) 
APR was recommended 
me by a friend, and I felt a 
sense of relief when I 
received the first digest - 
that now I had access to 
fact-based news, and 
moreover news with a 
realistic sense of urgency 
and crisis, which is more 
than necessary, given the 
state the planet is in. 
Thank you for existing and 
thank you for informing. 

All the best with what you 
do. 

John Barnett 


Dear Alternative Press 
Review, 

I suggest you folks be 
careful. I vehemently 
disagree with what you are 
doing, but I defend your 
right to do so. The provi¬ 
sions of the Patriot Act will 
allow after the first of the 
year for your people to be 
arrested and charged with 
terrorism. You also run the 
risk of spending one hell of 
a lot of time in jail until the 
courts are satisfied that 
you are not. That wait could 
be as long as five years 
while you are ’’processed.” 
M. Randolph Kruger 
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Ecological Anarchy: Richard Mock (1944-2006) 



The North American anarchist 
community has lost one of its great art¬ 
ists. On July 28, Richard Mock died in 
Brooklyn. Mock was artistically active 
into 2005, when his health took a sud¬ 
den turn for the worst. He was only 61 
years old when he died due to health 
complications arising from a chronic 
diabetic condition. More to the point, 
he was done in by the American health 
system, or lack of it, for those without 
sufficient resources to pay their way. 

Most activists first encountered his 
linocut illustrations in anarchist pub¬ 
lications such as the Fifth Estate , Anar¬ 
chy , Alternative Press Review, and the 
Canadian journal YDS. However be¬ 
fore he began contributing to these 
publications in 1996, he had already 
made an impact thanks to his remark¬ 
ably prolific output. In the US, Mock’s 
socially critical illustrations regularly 
appeared in the OP-Ed page of the New 
York Times between 1980 and 1996. 
He also contributed to UN publications 
and his illustrations were distributed 
world wide through the Cartoonists & 
Writers Syndicate to newspapers in Eu¬ 
rope, South America, and elsewhere. In 
addition to linocuts, Mock was a well- 
known abstract painter and sculptor 
with a substantive exhibition record, 
including one-man shows at the Hous¬ 
ton Contemporary Art Museum, the 
Bronx Museum of Art (New York), the 
Albright Knox Museum (Buffalo) and 
the Arte, AC Cerntro Cultural 
(Monterrey, Mexico). Artistically 
speaking, he was a force to be reckoned 
with and his passing has been noted in 
a host of contemporary art publica¬ 
tions. 

As to politics, Mock always put his 
anarchist perspective front and center. 
In a 2001 interview for a CBC Radio 
(Canada) feature on anarchism and art, 
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he characterized his politics as an 
outgrowth of an empathy with the 
planet going back to his childhood 
years in California. In the 
profoundest sense he had “always 
been an anarchist.” Mock’s first ex¬ 
posure to anarchism came during his 
college years at the University of 
Michigan (1961-1965), when he read 
Herbert Read’s essays, notably An¬ 
archy and Order (1954). Anarchy and 
Order 'll a powerful exposition of the 
anarchist-communist perspective in 
which Read calls for a free, equitable, 
and ecologically sustainable soci¬ 
ety. This thesis had a lasting impact 
on Mock: certainly it informed some 
of his most hard-hitting work. “It’s 
[in] the nature of my being” he ex¬ 
plained, to “attack the enclosing 
power structures that are out to suck 
the planet dry.” Linocuts such as the 
Gulf War inspired “Oil Spill Kill” (1991) 
depicting wildlife struggling and dying 
in a pool of black tarr, spoke volumes 
about how war, greed, and ecological de¬ 
struction go together. So too did sculp¬ 
tures such as Money Lures (1999), an in¬ 
stallation project that graced several bank 
lobbies in Canada and the United States 
before going on tour as part of an exhibi¬ 
tion entitled “Show Me the Money: The 
Dollar as Art” (2002-2003). Each sculp¬ 
ture consisted of an oversized cast alumi¬ 
num ‘fish lure’ decorated with shredded 
American currency, bone, and brightly 
coloured beads. Exhibited in groupings 
of a 100 or more, Money Lures playfully 
exposed the continuum between the 
exploitive economics of banking and the 
social exploitation of nature. 

Mock’s abstract paintings were also 
important. Here he communicated his so¬ 
cial-ecological vision through rhythmic 
flecks of bright colour that unfold organi¬ 
cally in a dynamic interplay that finds reso¬ 


lution in the whole. Mock called these 
paintings “cosmic” and “transcendent” 
because they create a visual field that ex¬ 
pands beyond the picture plane, and this 
was his metaphor for the open structure of 
a social order as ‘natural’ as nature itself. 

Asked what a anarchist society would 
entail. Mock stated: “We would create har¬ 
mony between man and nature. And we 
would discover, in an anarchist society, 
new dimensions of being human. We 
would take down our armor and be reve¬ 
latory, revelatory in allowing the growth 
of collective attachments to the earth and 
to other people.” This is the ideal he tried 
to realize in his life and art. Mock was a 
compassionate, generous spirit, overflow¬ 
ing with creativity, who was just reaching 
his peak when illness tragically overtook 
him. But for capitalism, he might be with 
us still. He will be sorely missed. — Allan 
Antliff 


Richard Mock — Spy USA 


“My graphic work—the 
linocuts specifically—are 
my instant response to 
current events. Prints have 
a long history of being the 
art of the working man and 
the revolutionary. I’m 
interested in prints as 
editorial commentary. 
Newspapers used to pub¬ 
lish editorial prints regu¬ 
larly. In recent years many 
have become cautious 
about offending people 
and creating controversy. ” 
— Richard Mock 
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News Bias in the 
Associated Press 


A new study conducted at Sonoma 
State University shows wide¬ 
spread bias in Associate Press 
(AP) news reports favoring US government 
positions. 

On October 25, 2005 the American 
Civil Liberties (ACLU) posted to their 
website 44 autopsy reports, acquired from 
American military sources, covering the 
deaths of civilians who died while 
in US military prisons in Iraq and 
Afghanistan in 2002-2004. The 
autopsy reports provided proof of 
widespread torture by US forces. 

A press release by ACLU an¬ 
nouncing the deaths was immedi¬ 
ately picked up by AP wire ser¬ 
vice making the story available to 
US corporate media nationwide. 

A thorough check of Nexus-Lexus 
and Proquest library data bases 
showed that at least 98 percent of 
the daily papers in the US did not 
to pick up the story, nor did AP 
ever conduct follow up coverage 
on the issue. 

The Associated Press is a non¬ 
profit cooperative news wire ser¬ 
vice. The AP with 3,700 employ¬ 
ees has 242 bureaus worldwide that de¬ 
liver news reports 24 hours a day, 7 days a 
week to 121 countries in 5 languages in¬ 
cluding English, German, Dutch, French, 
and Spanish. In the US alone, AP reaches 
1,700 daily, weekly, non-English, college 
newspapers, and 5,000 radio and televi¬ 
sion stations. AP reaches over a billion 
people every day via print, radio, or tele¬ 
vision. 


Alison Weir, Joy Ellison, and Peter 
Weir of the organization If Americans 
Knew recently conducted research on the 
AP’s reporting of the Israel-Palestine con¬ 
flict. The study was a statistical analysis 
of the AP newswire in the year 2004, look¬ 
ing comparatively at the numbers of Is¬ 
raeli and Palestinian deaths reported. In 
2004 there were 141 reports of Israeli 
deaths in AP headlines and lead para¬ 


graphs, while in reality there were only 
108 Israeli deaths. During this same pe¬ 
riod, 543 Palestinian deaths were reported 
by AP, while 821 Palestinians had actu¬ 
ally been killed. The ratio of actual num¬ 
ber of Israeli conflict deaths to Palestin¬ 
ian deaths in 2004 was 1:7, yet AP reported 
deaths of Israelis to Palestinians at a 2:1 
ratio. 

The same could be said of AP’s re¬ 


porting of children’s deaths. Nine reports 
of Israeli children’s deaths were reported 
by the AP in headlines and leading para¬ 
graphs in 2004, while eight actually oc¬ 
curred. Only 27 Palestinian children 
deaths were reported by AP when actu¬ 
ally 179 children died. While there were 
22 times more Palestinian children’s 
deaths than Israeli children’s deaths, the 
AP reported 113 percent of Israeli 
children’s deaths and 15 percent of Pales¬ 
tinian children’s deaths. 

On February 29, 2004 AP widely re¬ 
ported that President Aristide was ousted 
by Haitian rebels and that the United States 
provided an escort to take him out of the 
country to a safe asylum. Within 24 hours 
an entirely different story emerged 
through independent radio. Instead of the 
US being the supportive facilitator of 
Aristide’s safety, Pacifica Radio 
News reported that Aristide was 
actually kidnapped by US forces. 
AP quickly changed their story. 
On March 1,2004 an AP report by 
Deb Riechman said, “White 
House officials said Aristide left 
willingly and that the United 
States aided his safe departure. 
But in a telephone interview with 
the Associated Press, Aristide said: 
“No. I was forced to leave.” 

The last AP report of 
Aristide’s claiming that he had 
been kidnapped by the US in a 
State Department coup was on 
June 27, 2004. Since then there 
have been 60 news articles by AP 
including Aristide’s name. Of 
these stories none mentioned Aristide’s 
claim that he was kidnapped by the United 
States military. None mention the US 
backing of the coup. AP’s bias in favor of 
the State Department’s version of the 
Aristide’s removal seems to be a deliber¬ 
ate case of AP-sanctioned forgetting. 

AP is a massive institutionalized bu- 
. reaucracy that feeds news stories to nearly 
every newspaper and radio/TV station in 


On February 29, 2004 AP widely 
reported that President Aristide was 
ousted by Haitian rebels and that the 
United States provided an escort to 
take him out of the country to a safe 
asylum. Within 24 hours an entirely 
different story emerged through inde¬ 
pendent radio. Instead of the US being 
the supportive facilitator of Aristide’s 
safety, Pacifica Radio News reported 
that Aristide was actually kidnapped 
by US forces. 
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the United States. They are so large that 
top-down control of single news stories is 
practically impossible. However, research 
clearly indicates a built-in bias favoring 
official US government positions. The 
American people absorb these biases and 
make political decisions on skewed un¬ 
derstandings. Without media systems that 
provide fair, critical and accurate report¬ 
ing, democracy faces a dismal future. — 
Peter Phillips 


Peter Phillips is a professor of sociology at Sonoma State University and Direc¬ 
tor of Project Censored. University research interns Sarah Randle, Brian Fuchs, 
Zoe Huffman, and Fabrice Romero assisted with this report. 

The full AP bias study is available on-line at: 

http://www.projectcensored.org/newsflash/ap_bias.html 



MR. PRESIDENT^ 
THOUSANDS 
REMAIN 
DISPLACED... 


... THE LEVEES 
APiEN'T 
COMPLETELY 
REPAIRED... 


...AND WHOLE 
COMMUNITIES 
REMAIN 
DEVASTATED. 


YET WE'RE 
SPENDING MORE 
ON IRAQ THAN 
NEW ORLEANS... 


WHAT DO YOU 
HAVE TO SAY 
ABOUT THIS? 


MISSION 

ACCOMPLISHED. 


KATRINA: 
ONE YEAR 
LATER. 
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Crusade Against Porn 

War on Pom 
Steps Up for 2006 

Justice Department, Christian right move into 
high gear on Internet, cable sexual content 


N ot since Ronald Reagan’s attor¬ 
ney general, Edwin Meese, made 
a crusade against pornography a 
top priority has there been such a broad- 
scale attempt to destroy First Amendment 
protections for sexual expression and 
sexual privacy as the one currently being 
mounted by the Bush administration and 
congressional Republicans. 

And just in time to make it an issue in 
the 2006 election cycle, the U.S. Senate will 
take up early in the new year a House- 
passed bill that, disguised as anti-child 
pornography legislation, poses a serious 
threat to both Hollywood and to millions 
of American Internet users. 

The legislation is called the Children’s 
Safety Act of 2005. Already passed by the 
House, it has now been introduced by Sen¬ 
ate Judiciary Committee Chairman Orin 
Hatch, the Utah Republican, and fast- 
tracked for speedy passage. 

Current law requires that producers of 
material containing actual sexual conduct 
keep documentation—known as 2257 
records after the section of federal statute 
governing them—of the names and proof 
of age of all actors shown in video and 
online material they distribute. But the 
House-Hatch bill would expand those re¬ 
quirements to include “simulated” sexual 
conduct; any tiny error or omission in keep¬ 
ing these 2257 records—which must be 
available to federal government inspectors 
upon demand according to the law—could 
result in stiff fines and two years’ impris¬ 
onment. 


That’s part of what has the creative 
community scared. 

“We are extremely concerned that this 
measure is overly broad and violates the 
constitutional protections of free speech,” 
Erik V. Huey, a Washington lawyer for the 
American Federation of Television and 
Radio Artists, recently told the Los Ange¬ 
les Times. “Mainstream film and television 
productions are being lumped in the same 
category as hard-core pornography.” 

The Motion Picture Association of 
America is also lobbying hard against the 
House-Hatch bill for the same reasons. 

Real child pomographers, of course, 
don’t keep such records—and the 2257 re¬ 
quirements have been used primarily to 
harass and close down producers of vid¬ 
eos showing sex between consenting 
adults on the basis of minor technical vio¬ 
lations. Indeed, as Adult Video News—the 
video sex industry’s online trade publica¬ 
tion—has reported, the adult video indus¬ 
try (mostly based in the Los Angeles area) 
has been very active in tracking down and 
exposing real child pomographers. So ex¬ 
tending the 2257 requirements to include 
Hollywood and cable TV appears to be just 
another Christian-right driven measure 
designed to intimidate producers into cur¬ 
tailing or eliminating sexual content. 

Another Republican proposal to come 
up for Senate consideration in 2006—this 
one from powerful, octogenarian Republi¬ 
can Senator Ted Stevens of Alaska, chair¬ 
man of the Senate Committee on Commerce, 
Science & Transportation—would extend 
a censorious House-passed “indecency” 


bill regulating radio and TV broadcasters 
to cable TV and to the Internet. 

Stevens proposes sharply increased 
fines—just the sort of thing designed to 
frighten many timid, profit-bottom-line- 
minded Internet service providers, such as 
AOL, which has exhibited frighteningly 
censorious tendencies in the last couple 
of years—and a government-imposed rat¬ 
ings system. In particular, Stevens’ pro¬ 
posals—which, if adopted, would have a 
decidedly chilling effect on creative and 
artistic freedom on both cable TV and the 
Internet—seem motivated by advances in 
technology that have facilitated the down¬ 
loading of movies and videos. 

But the effect would be much, much 
broader than simply curtailing the avail¬ 
ability of online sexual content. The Fed¬ 
eral Communications Commission has de¬ 
fined “indecency” as everything from 
Howard Stem’s broadcasts to certain four- 
letter words. (Poor Howard—he fled broad¬ 
cast radio for the freedom of the Internet’s 
Sirius Radio, but if Stevens has his way 
even that haven could be taken away from 
him.) Extending those FCC “indecency” 
standards from broadcast to the Internet 
and cable TV, as Stevens wants to do, 
would drastically change the audio-visual 
landscape—from stand-up comics such as 
Whoopi Goldberg to cable offerings like 
“Queer as Folk” and the gay cable net¬ 
works Logo and QTN, sexually charged 
verbiage and portrayals would be threat¬ 
ened. 

More far-reaching still, explicit science- 
based sex education on the Internet, or 
safe-sex videos on the Web featuring 
graphic instruction on how to use a con¬ 
dom, could potentially be covered by this 
new indecency bill. The photos of the 
sexual humiliations at Abu Ghraib inflicted 
by U.S. torturers, which first saw the light 
of day on the Internet, could also have 
been covered by the Stevens proposals, 
civil liberties lawyers say. 

Many private Internet users could be 
targeted as well under the Stevens propos¬ 
als. For example, a well-known gay profes¬ 
sor in New York City of my acquaintance 
• has an amusing annual Christmas tradition- 
he harvests and distributes X-rated gay 
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photos and videos with Christmas motifs 
and sends them out to his friends and to 
subscribers to the Yahoo group he created 
for that purpose. He, too, could be cov¬ 
ered by the Stevens amendments. 

There are at least two million Web sites 
and blogs which offer some sort of por¬ 
nography, many of them run by private 
individuals from their homes—targets all 
under the proposed new laws. 

This Pandora’s box of Republican leg¬ 
islation would give new weapons to Presi¬ 
dent George W. Bush’s aggressive new war 
on porn, which is spearheaded by Attor¬ 
ney General Albert Gonzales. An electronic 
memo from FBI headquarters to all 56 field 
offices described the push against porn 
as “one of the top priorities” of Gonzales 
and, by extension, of “the Director”—FBI 
chief Robert S. Mueller III. U.S. attorneys 
all over the country are making sure their 
troops get the message. 

In May, Gonzales established an Ob¬ 
scenity Prosecution Task Force under the 
office’s criminal division. The Task Force, 
headed by the deputy chief for obscenity 
Richard Green, will work closely with Bruce 
Taylor, senior counsel to the criminal 
division’s assistant attorney general. And 
the FBI has just begun recruiting anti-pom 
agents for obscenity units in all of its field 
offices. 

Taylor was one of the founding mem¬ 
bers of the Justice Department’s National 
Obscenity Enforcement Unit under Attor¬ 
ney General Meese back in the Reagan 
‘80s. He reportedly has prosecuted more 
than 100 state and federal obscenity cases 
and is the prosecutor who went after Hus¬ 
tler publisher Larry Flynt in the early 1980s. 
Taylor won that case and Flynt spent six 
days in jail, but the verdict was overturned 
on appeal by the Supreme Court—a major 
free speech victory portrayed in the 1996 
movie, “The People Vs. Larry Flynt,” star¬ 
ring Woody Harrelson as the scrappy pub¬ 
lisher. 

But with a hard-line conservative, 
“family values” majority on the Supreme 
Court under strict Catholic Chief Justice 
John Roberts, there won’t be any Flynt- 
style victories from the high court on sexual 
issues in the foreseeable future. 
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Gonzales has already more than qua¬ 
drupled federal obscenity prosecutions. In 
the entire Clinton presidency, there were 
only four such cases brought by the feds- 
during the eight months since Gonzales 
succeeded John Ashcroft as attorney gen¬ 
eral, there have already been 20. Christian 
right groups including the American Fam¬ 
ily Association, the Family Research Coun¬ 
cil, and Focus on the Family—all of which 
have pressed hard for the new Republican 
legislation—have appointed themselves 
sex vigilantes who report what they per¬ 
ceive as obscene or pornography to the 
authorities and press for prosecutions. A 
well-funded and well-connected new group 
pushing the anti-pom crusade is the Alli¬ 
ance Defense Fund, whose president, Alan 
Sears, served as executive director of 


There are at least two 
million Web sites and 
blogs which offer some 
sort of pornography, 
many of them run by 
private individuals from 
their homes—targets 
all under the proposed 
new laws. 


Meese’s Commission on Pornography dur¬ 
ing the Reagan years. 

When, as expected, the skein of new 
Republican anti-pom and anti-indecency 
laws pass—few Democrats up for re-elec¬ 
tion in 2006 or ’08 will oppose them—one 
can expect that Gonzales and his minions 
will initiate a raft of new prosecutions un¬ 
der those laws. Texas has become a favor¬ 
ite venue for judge-shopping federal anti- 
pom prosecutors. Defense attorneys pre¬ 
paring for pending cases expect Dallas to 
be the venue of choice for feds keen to 
fatten their conviction record by doing le¬ 
gal battle in one of the most socially con¬ 
servative areas in the nation. 

Already, the Northern District of Texas 
has been chosen as the venue for an up¬ 


coming trial of Eddie Wedelstedt, a Colo¬ 
rado man who has earned the distinction 
of being the country’s largest operator of 
adult video stores, with 60 located in about 
20 states. Wedelstedt’s bust included the 
seizure of videos that were sexually explicit, 
but included no sexual torture, rape, or un¬ 
derage exploitation. 

Gonzales told the Associated Press in 
September that he’s ordered the Justice 
Department to offer resources to, and co¬ 
operate closely with, local prosecutors in 
making obscenity and anti-porn cases. 
That’s why one of the most closely- 
watched pornography prosecutions in the 
country is the case Florida prosecutors— 
in close cooperation with the FBI and 
Gonzales’ Obscenity Enforcement Unit- 
brought against Christopher Wilson, 
whose Web site, nowthatsfuckedup.com, 
offered free pornography to soldiers in Iraq 
in exchange for graphic photos of the war’s 
dead casualties, a barter which drove con¬ 
servatives crazy. Wilson has been charged 
with a whopping 100 counts of distribu¬ 
tion or transmission of obscene materials, 
100 counts of offering to distribute or 
transmit obscene materials, and 100 counts 
of possession of obscene materials. If Wil¬ 
son is convicted and that conviction up¬ 
held on appeal, it will set a draconian stan¬ 
dard for harsh prosecutions of pom pro¬ 
viders. 

Not only has gay consumption of por¬ 
nography skyrocketed in the age of 
AIDS—as a safe alternative to sexual pro¬ 
miscuity—but obscenity and indecency 
laws have historically been used to dis¬ 
proportionately persecute gay people, who 
therefore have particularly strong reasons 
to be concerned about the Republicans’ 
new, electorally-motivated anti-porn cru¬ 
sade. — Doug Ireland 


“War on Porn Steps Up for 2006” first 
appeared in the weekly Gay City News 
(www.gaycitynews.com) and at Doug 
Ireland’s blog at http:// 
direland.typepad.com/. 
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SELECTIONS 


Anarchy in the Ring 


Jeff Monson 

The Ultimate Fighting Anarchist 


S tanding 5' 9" tall, weighing 240 
pounds and sporting a shaved 
head, Jeff “The Snowman” 
Monson looks like a cartoon ready to pop, 
a compressed giant of crazy shoulders, 
massive biceps and meaty forearms. 

When he sneers, people shudder. 
When he sweats, they turn away. When 
he’s angry, your best bet is to run. 

He’s angry right now, even though 
his combat career in the Ultimate Fight¬ 
ing Championship (UFC)—an often 
bloody tournament that combines mar¬ 
tial arts disciplines like Brazilian Jujitsu 
and Muay Thai Kickboxing—is taking 
off. In February’s pay-per-view event, 
Monson easily beat his opponent with a 
chokehold in the first round. If things 
keep going this way, he could have a title 
shot in the heavyweight division, against 
the explosive Andrei “The Pit Bull” 
Arlovski. So no, it’s not his future career 
prospects that have him pissed. It’s the 
state of the world. 

“I’m not some sort of conspiracy 
theorist,” Monson says of his political 
leanings. “I’m not talking about how the 
government is trying to hide UFOs. I just 
want to do away with hierarchy. I’m say¬ 
ing that our economic system, capitalism, 
is structured so that it only benefits a small 
percentage of very wealthy people. When 
I was traveling in Brazil, they had us stay¬ 
ing at a really posh hotel. Outside the ho¬ 
tel there was a mom sleeping on the side¬ 
walk with her two kids. That’s when real¬ 
ity hits you. What did that woman ever 
do? Who did she ever hurt?” 


Monson wears his politics on his 
sleeve, as well as the rest of his body. An 
anarcho-syndicalist star is tattooed on his 
chest, an anarchy sign on his back and 
another v A’ on his leg. While he loves his 
sport, he also feels a responsibility to use 



whatever exposure he receives for a larger 
purpose. “I don’t think I’m more impor¬ 
tant than anyone else, but since some 
people are paying attention, then I’m go¬ 
ing to use this as a vehicle to express my¬ 
self,” he says. Some fans have labeled him 
anti-American, but he shrugs off such criti¬ 
cism. He was slightly taken aback, how¬ 
ever, when three Secret Service agents 
showed up at his gym in Olympia, Wash., 
last fall. 


A t-shirt prompted the visit. While 
Monson was preparing for a fight in Port¬ 
land, a film crew came to the gym and re¬ 
corded his outfit that day, which included 
a tank top that read “Assassinate Bush.” 
When he entered Portland’s Rose Garden 
for the fight, a video clip of him training 
in the shirt was played on the Jumbotron, 
and after he finished off his opponent in 
the first round, he was more interested in 
speaking to the post-match media about 
the devastation of Hurricane Katrina than 
his fight career. He mentioned his anger 
that the Bush administration had diverted 
$76 million from the Army Corps of En¬ 
gineers for the levies, and that the National 
Guard were in Iraq instead of Louisiana 
and Mississippi. “I was making a politi¬ 
cal statement, trying to open people’s 
eyes;’ says Monson of his t-shirt and 
post-fight comments. 

Not long after, he had three sets of 
open eyes walking through the doors of 
his gym. “The Secret Service told me 
that they wanted to search my gym and 
my house. They said that if I refused, 
they would have a warrant within an 
hour.” They poked around the gym and 
then headed over to Monson’s house. “I 
told them that they could go to my house 
if they wanted, but that I was going to 
stay here and finish my workout,” 
Monson says, not sounding the least bit 
intimidated. “They haven’t bothered me 
since.” 

The UFC fighting style is called 
Mixed Martial Arts, but at times it looks 
more like a barroom brawl, especially to 
nonpractitioners who miss the technique 
and strategy. It’s easy to poke fun at the 
event: heavily muscled and tattooed men 
wearing skimpy skin-tight trunks, celeb¬ 
rity models in the stands beside drunk frat 
boys wearing wife beaters with their caps 
on backwards. Its popularity has skyrock¬ 
eted, thanks in part to the self-styled 
“first cable network for men,” Spike TV, 
which has a UFC-based reality show. 
Tickets can go for nearly $1,000, and sell 
out quickly. 
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But the sport is more than mere show. 
Monson works hard to maintain his gar¬ 
gantuan body. When preparing for a 
match, he’ll train six days a week-lifting 
weights, running, boxing, grappling and 
though a veteran at 33, he feels like he’s 
just now reaching his prime in what he 
believes is the hardest sport in the world. 
“I would describe it as the evolution of 
unarmed combat,” Monson says. “You 
have to know kickboxing, jujitsu, wres¬ 
tling. If you don’t know how to do even 
one of them, you’ll be beaten bad.” 

Despite his build, Monson is more 
technician than brawler, and in 1999 and 
2005 he won the Abu Dhabi World Sub¬ 
mission Championship, held annually in 
that tiny country recently making head¬ 
lines, the United Arab Emirates. He takes 
each UFC fight very seriously. “You can 
use any technique, and you have to be in 
great physical shape. You’re facing a guy 
that’s trying to knock you out or submit 
you, so it’s no joke.” 

Monson sees no contradiction be¬ 
tween his radical beliefs and his full-time 
occupation. “What I do is completely dif¬ 
ferent than war, because everyone wants 
to be there, and it’s a competition. There’s 
no victim. We’re all entertainers,” he ex¬ 
plains. “If there is any contradiction, it’s 
that we’re part of the capitalist machine, 
and I’m really just a wage slave. You 
know, we don’t make any money without 
fighting, and if I win I get more; if I lose I 
get less. But it’s simply a sport. Sure, it’s 
somewhat like a gladiator sport, but it’s 
voluntary.” 

Monson grew up middle class in Min¬ 
nesota. His mother still works as a nurse, 
and his late father worked at a peniten¬ 
tiary. He graduated from the University of 
Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, where he 
wrestled, and then received his Masters in 
Psychology from the University of Min¬ 
nesota. During his graduate work, Monson 
had his political awakening—a course en¬ 
titled Community Psychology. 

“Oh man, that class really opened my 
eyes;’ he says. “Just looking at the way 
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the world is run, the way that the people 
that might be disabled or have mental is¬ 
sues are left behind. How education and 
general welfare are not a priority, and how 
the elite run everything for their own ben¬ 
efit. Then I started reading a bunch of 
stuff—Animal Farm, the International So¬ 
cialist Review, Chomsky—and I started 
thinking in a different way.” Monson the 
Ultimate Fighter uses Plato’s allegory of 
the cave to describe the experience. 

After graduating from Minnesota, he 
moved to Washington State, where from 
1997 to 2001 he counseled the mentally 
ill for Lewis County; his primary respon¬ 
sibility was to determine whether an indi¬ 
vidual needed to be institutionalized. 

“I started right when they were push¬ 
ing through welfare reform, and so we had 
all of these huge cuts in money for mental 
health and welfare. It’s the same basic idea 
with No Child Left Behind. The govern¬ 
ment tells you that you have to cut your 
programs, cut your money for books, cut 
the money for teachers, but then you are 
expected to somehow do better. It’s a bril¬ 
liant strategy, really, from their perspec¬ 
tive:” 

Despite being a world-class competi¬ 
tor, Monson finds time to remain politi¬ 
cally engaged. In 2003, he marched 
against the Iraq War in Seattle, and pro¬ 
tested the Free Trade Area of the Ameri¬ 
cas in Miami (where the notoriously ag¬ 
gressive cops wisely left Monson alone). 
He is also a member of the Industrial Work¬ 
ers of the World, and despite the contro¬ 
versy that surrounds him, continues to 
engage people within the fighting com¬ 
munity about politics. 

So what lies ahead for “The 
Snowman”? At the moment his focus is 
on his next big fight. On April 15, he’ll be 
back in the Octagon—the distinctive 
eight-sided ring of the UFC—hoping to 
make quick work of Marcio “Pe de Pano 
(Sugarfoot)” Cruz. (Editor 9 snote:Monson 
defeated Marcio Cruz.) Then, if all goes 
well, a title shot. 


“I just want to do away 
with hierarchy. I’m 
saying that our eco¬ 
nomic system, capital¬ 
ism, is structured so 
that it only benefits a 
small percentage of 
very wealthy people. 
When I was traveling 
in Brazil, they had us 
staying at a really posh 
hotel. Outside the hotel 
there was a mom sleep¬ 
ing on the sidewalk 
with her two kids. 

That’s when reality hits 
you. What did that 
woman ever do? Who 
did she ever hurt?” 

“But this is not my whole life,” 
Monson says of fighting. “I’ve got chil¬ 
dren and a girlfriend, and I like to be with 
my family. I try to remain involved in po¬ 
litical events. After my next fight, I’ll be 
taking my son to Montreal. They’re hav¬ 
ing an Anarchist Book Fair, and they in¬ 
vited me to come up and do a workshop.” 
The topic: self-defense. — Gabriel 
Thompson 


“Jeff Monson: The Ultimate Fighting An¬ 
archist appeared in the April 2006 (Vol 
30, #4) issue of In These Times 
(www.inthesetimes.com). Gabriel 
Thomspon is a Brooklyn-based journal¬ 
ist and can be reached at 
wwwwherethesilenceis.org. 
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SELECTIONS 


Contaminating the Planet 


The Global Spread 
of GMO Crops 


F elix Ballarin spent 15 years of his 
life developing a special organi¬ 
cally-grown variety of red com. 
It would bring a high price on the market 
because local chicken farmers said the red 
color lent a rosy hue to the meat and eggs 
from their com-fed chickens. But when the 
com emerged from the ground last year, 
yellow kernels were mixed with the red. 
Government officials later confirmed with 
DNA tests that Mr. Ballarin’s crop had be¬ 
come contaminated with a genetically 
modified (GMO) strain of corn. 

Because Mr. Ballarin’s crop was ge¬ 
netically contaminated, it no longer 
qualified as “organically grown,” so it no 
longer brought a premium price. Mr. 
Ballarin’s 15-year investment was de¬ 
stroyed overnight by what is now com¬ 
monly known as “genetic contamina¬ 
tion.” This is a new phenomenon, less then 
10 years old—but destined to be a perma¬ 
nent part of the brave new world that is 
being cobbled together as we speak by a 
handful of corporations whose goal is glo¬ 
bal domination of food. 

Mr. Ballarin lives in Spain, but the 
story is the same all over the world: ge¬ 
netically modified crops are invading 
fields close by (and some that are not so 
close by), contaminating both the organic 
food industry and the “conventional” 
(non-GMO and non-organic) food indus¬ 
try. 

As a result of genetically contamina¬ 
tion of non-GMO crops in Europe, the U.S., 
Mexico, Australia and South America, the 
biotech food industry had an upbeat year 


in 2005 and things are definitely looking 
good for the future. As genetically modi¬ 
fied pollen from their crops blows around, 
contaminating nearby fields, objections 
to genetically modified crops diminish 
because non-GMO alternatives become 
harder and harder to find. A few more years 
of this and there may not be many (if any) 
truly non-GMO crops left anywhere. At 

Who benefits from all 
this? Think of it this 
way: when all crops on 
earth are genetically 
contaminated, then the 
seed companies that 
own the patented seeds 
will be in a good posi¬ 
tion to begin enforcing 
their patent rights. 

that point there won’t be any debate about 
whether to allow GMO-crops to be grown 
here or there—no one will have any 
choice. All the crops in the world will be 
genetically modified (except perhaps for 
a few grown in greenhouses on a tiny 
scale). At that point, GMO will have con¬ 
taminated essentially the entire planet, 
and the companies that own the patents 


on the GMO seeds will be sitting in the 
catbird seat. 

It is now widely acknowledged that 
GMO crops are a “leaky technology”— 
that it to say, genetically modified pollen 
is spread naturally on the wind, by insects, 
and by humans. No one except perhaps 
some officials of the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture were actually surprised to 
learn this. GMO proponents have insisted 
for a decade that genetic contamination 
could never happen (wink, wink) and U.S. 
Department of Agriculture officials want 
along with the gag. And so of course GMO 
crops are now spreading everywhere by 
natural means, just as you would expect. 

It couldn’t have turned out better for 
the GMO crop companies if they had 
planned it this way. 

Growers of organically-grown and 
conventional crops are naturally con¬ 
cerned that genetic contamination is hurt¬ 
ing acceptance of their products. Three 
California counties have banned GM 
crops. Anheuser- Busch Co., the beer gi¬ 
ant, has demanded that its home state 
(Missouri) keep GMO rice fields 120 miles 
away from rice it buys to make beer. The 
European Union is now trying to estab¬ 
lish buffer zones meant to halt the un¬ 
wanted spread of GM crops. However, the 
Wall Street Journal reported November 8 
that, “Such moves to restrict the spread of 
GM crops often are ineffective. Last 
month in Australia, government experts 
discovered biotech canola genes in two 
non-GM varieties despite a ban covering 
half the country. ‘Regretfully, the GM 
companies appear unable to contain their 
product,” said Kim Chance, agriculture 
minister for the state of Western Austra¬ 
lia, on the agency’s Web site. 

For some, this seems to come as a 
shocking revelation—genetically modi¬ 
fied pollen released into the natural envi¬ 
ronment spreads long distances on the 
wind. Who would have thought? Actu¬ 
ally, almost anyone could have figured 
this out. Dust from wind storms in China 
contaminates the air in the U.S. Smoke 
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from fires in Indonesia can be measured 
in the air half-way around the world. Pol¬ 
len is measurable in the deep ice of 
antarctica. No one should ever have har¬ 
bored any doubt that genetically modi¬ 
fied pollen would spread everywhere on 
the Earth sooner or later. (We are now ex¬ 
actly 10 years into the global experiment 
with GMO seeds. The first crops were 
planted in open fields in the U.S. in 1995. 
From this meager beginning, global ge¬ 
netic contamination is now well along.) 

Who benefits from all this? Think of 
it this way: when all crops on earth are 
genetically contaminated, then the seed 
companies that own the patented seeds 
will be in a good position to begin en¬ 
forcing their patent rights. They have al¬ 
ready taken a test case to court and won. 
In 2004, Monsanto (the St. Louis, Mo. 
chemical giant) won a seven-year court 
battle against a 73-year-old Saskatchewan 
farmer whose fields had been contami¬ 
nated by Monsanto’s genetically modi¬ 
fied plants. The Supreme Court of Canada 
court ruled that the farmer—a fellow 
named Percy Schmeiser—owed Monsanto 
damages for having Monsanto’s patented 
crops growing illegally in his field. 

Armed with this legal precedent, af¬ 
ter genetically modified crops have drifted 
far and wide, Monsanto, Dow and the 
other GMO seed producers will be in a 
position to muscle most of the world’s 
farmers. It is for cases exactly like this that 
the U.S. has spent 30 years creating the 
WTO (world trade organization)—to settle 
disputes over “intellectual property 
rights” (such as patents) in secret tribu¬ 
nals held in Geneva, Switzerland behind 
closed doors without any impartial observ¬ 
ers allowed to attend. Even the results of 
WTO tribunals are secret, unless the par¬ 
ties involved choose to reveal them. Let 
me see—a dirt farmer from India versus 
Monsanto and Dow backed by the U.S. 
State Department and the U.S. Treasury. 
I’m struggling to predict who might win 
such a politico-legal dispute conducted 


by a secret tribunal in Geneva, Switzer¬ 
land. 

During 2005, it was discovered that 
GMO crops have not lived up to their ini¬ 
tial promise of huge profits for farmers and 
huge benefits for consumers. It was also 
discovered that the U.S. Department of Ag¬ 
riculture has not enforced its own strict 
regulations that were intended to prevent 
experimental GMO seeds to accidentally 
contaminating nearby fields. GMO crops 
were supposed to produce important hu¬ 
man health benefits—and the be devel¬ 
oped under super-strict government con¬ 
trol—but all these promises have turned 
out to be just so much eye wash. GMOs 
were supposed to reduce reliance on dan¬ 
gerous pesticides—but in fact they have 
had the opposite effect. Monsanto’s first 
GMO crops were designed to withstand 
drenching in Monsanto’s most profitable 
product, the weed killer Round-Up—so 
farmers who buy Monsanto’s patented 
“Round-up ready” seeds apply more, not 
less, weed killer. 

But so what? Who cares if GMO seeds 
don’t provide any of the benefits that were 
promised? Certainly not the seed compa¬ 
nies. Perhaps benefits to the people of the 
world were never the point. Perhaps the 
point was to get those first GMO crops in 
the ground—promise them the moon!— 
and then allow nature to take its course 
and contaminate the rest of the planet with 
patented pollen. The intellectual property 
lawsuits will come along in good time. 
Patience, dear reader, patience. Unlike 
people, corporations cannot die, so our 
children or our grandchildren may find 
themselves held in thrall by two or three 
corporations that have seized legal con¬ 
trol of much of the world’s food supply 
by getting courts (backed by the threat of 
force, as all courts ultimately are) to en¬ 
force their intellectual property rights. 

The Danish government has passed a 
law intended to slow the pace of genetic 
contamination. The Danes will compen¬ 
sate farmers whose fields have become con¬ 
taminated, then the Danish government 


For Monsanto, Dow 
and Novartis, a de¬ 
cent shot at gaining 
control over much of 
the world’s food sup¬ 
ply is now blowing on 
the wind and there’s 
no turning back. 


will seek recompense from the farmer 
whose field originated the genetic con¬ 
tamination, assuming the culprit can be 
pinpointed. This may slow the spread of 
genetic contamination, but the law is 
clearly not designed to end the problem. 

Yes, it has been a good year for the 
GMO industry. None of the stated ben¬ 
efits of their products have materialized— 
and the U.S. government regulatory sys¬ 
tem has been revealed as a sham—but 
enormous benefits to the few GMO corpo¬ 
rations are right on track to begin blos¬ 
soming. For Monsanto, Dow and Novartis, 
a decent shot at gaining control over much 
of the world’s food supply is now blow¬ 
ing on the wind and there’s no turning 
back. As the Vice-President of plant ge¬ 
netics for Dow Agrosciences said recently, 
“There will be come continuing bumps in 
the road, but we are starting to see a bal¬ 
ance of very good news and growth. The 
genie is way out of the bottle.” — Peter 
Montague 


“The Global Spread of GM Crops” first 
appeared in Rachel’s Democracy and 
Health News (www.rachel.org), a free 
newsletter available by email. 
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Scapegoating Immigrants 


Turning the Corner 
Toward Fascism 


e won’t need a yellow star. 

The color of our skin will 
mark us as suspects, as felons, 
as threats to “the homeland.” Any cop will 
be free to stop us at any time, under any 
pretext, to check—not for dope—but for 
our “papers.” 

At first it won’t seem like much. 
Quietly, at first, a few of us will begin to 
disappear, just like some 60 thousand 
immigrants of Muslim and Arabic descent 
have disappeared since the onset of the 
Patriot Act; without a word. Like them, we 
will become targets of the so-called “war 
on terror.” 

First it will be dozens, then hundreds, 
then thousands, then tens of thousands. 

Mothers will disappear walking to the 
comer store. Fathers will never come home 
from work. Children will be left behind, 
sobbing in apartments empty of food, 
warmth, money and life. The neighbors will 
be afraid. The tens of thousands could 
readily become millions. 

The picture painted above is nothing 
but hard headed realism. Legislation now 
before the US Senate would make every 
undocumented person in the US a felon 
and authorize every police department in 
the country to arrest people on immigration 
charges. 

The size of the Border Patrol would, in 
effect, increase by 60 times, from the 
current 11,000 Migra agents to 663,546 
enforcers. If each authorized officer in the 
US arrested one undocumented migrant 
once every three months, within five years 
over 11 million migrants would be gone— 
an ethnic cleansing without parallel in US 
history. 


This is the future they have planned. 
Certain neighborhoods—the Gulfton 
District or the North Side in Houston, Pico 
Union and Boyle Heights in LA, the San 
Francisco Mission District—will be 
targeted. Almost everyone in them will be 
considered a “felon,” or someone who has 
aided the “felons.” They won’t be able to 
be able to tell us apart. “A Mexican is a 
Mexican,” is what they will say. 

In certain neighborhoods concrete 
barriers will block the streets. Police and 
La Migra will arrange themselves in 

They call us “invaders.” 
We represent a 
“destabilizing factor” 
for the “nation.” They 
say we are dirty, just 
like they said the Jews 
were dirty—and disease 
ridden. 


hunting parties together. Like clockwork, 
a police cruiser will turn the comer near 
your place, once every 60 seconds. No one 
will breathe. The children will have 
nightmares. 

This isn’t just emotional rhetoric. It’s 
happened before; in the Gulfton District in 
Houston in 1990 and ’95, and in Pico Union 
in LA in 1990. This is how it’s done. The 
barrio will be besieged, taken over from 
within. 

They want to build detention camps 
for us. They are debating it now. They 


want to label us felons, but deny us a trial. 
They’re debating it now. They want to 
build a wall—they want us to die, tongue 
swollen and hallucinating, without water 
in the desert. They are debating it now. 

These are the human impacts of 
planning already underway. New border 
fences are an integral part of current 
legislative initiatives. 

On Feb. 6, Homeland Security 
Secretary Michael Chertoff announced 
that the Fiscal Year 2007 federal budget 
would allocate over $400 million to add 
6,700 additional detention beds for 
migrants, part of a 10-year Homeland 
Security strategic plan, code-named 
ENDGAME. 

According to a Homeland Security 
document on the plan, ENDGAME aims to 
carry out goals “articulated in the Alien 
and Sedition Acts of 1798.” Homeland 
Security is seeking the ability to “remove 
all removable aliens,” including “illegal 
economic migrants, aliens who have 
committed criminal acts, asylum-seekers or 
potential terrorists.” 

Mr. Bush and the Christian fascists in 
power have found their scapegoat—and it 
is us. We are the new Jews in a new 
Germany in a new century. They call it the 
New American Century, a New World 
Order, a “unipolar” Reich—a White 
America over all. 

E Pluribus Unum: the many eradicated; 
reduced to One. White. Nation. 

This is the pretext. They call us 
“invaders.” We represent a “destabilizing 
factor” for the “nation.” They say we are 
dirty, just like they said the Jews were 
dirty—and disease ridden. 

They say our neighborhoods and our 
culture are “cesspools.” They want to keep 
their culture “pure.” They say we “steal” 
the jobs that they have in fact shipped 
overseas, and that are nowhere to be 
found. And now they’re calling us 
“terrorists,” just like they called our 
• ancestors “savages.” 
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After decades the nation’s long- 
suppressed racism is finding an open voice 
once more, and they are openly strategizing 
about how to best appeal to the 
unconscious racist sentiments just 
beneath the surface among a broader 
public. 

US Congressman Tom Tancredo 
warns about us: we (Mexicans and migrant 
peoples) “need to be found before it is too 
late. They’re coming here to kill you, and 
you, and me, and my grandchildren.” 

It’s a matter of “spin.” One strategist 
on the right wing web site RedState.org 
tells them how to spin it. He says that to 
deal effectively with us our enemies must 
“focus on terminology.” 

“People who are in this country 
without proper documentation,” he writes 
“are foreign infiltrators. These foreign 
infiltrators operate clandestinely within our 
country. They are no different than the 
foreign infiltrators who destroyed the 
world trade center and attacked the 
Pentagon. Except that they haven’t 
done anything yet.” 

“Once you have the terminology 
correct,” he continues, “it is easy to 
define a solution to discourage foreign 
infiltration. First, treat any foreign 
infiltrator as a prisoner of war. Turn them 
over to the military. No hearings, no 
public defenders, no backlogged courts, 
no squandering of American tax dollars 
protecting the non-existent civil rights 
of foreign infiltrators.” 

The strategizing isn’t empty: these 
Minutemen fantasies are on the verge 
of becoming national reality. 

Republican House Judiciary 
Committee Chairman Sensenbrenner’s 
HR 4437, The Border Protection, 
Antiterrorism, and Illegal Immigration 
Control Act of2005, recently passed the 
US House of Representatives. Its most 
extreme and punitive provisions are 
being upheld by the Judiciary 
Committee of the US Senate. 


This legislation would do just what 
the RedState strategist ordered. 

Key elements of the Sensenbrenner 
bill include: 

♦ Making it a felony to be in the U.S. 
without legal documents. Under current law 
this is a simple civil violation. Millions of 
us would be classified as “felons” and 
subject to immediate detention and depor¬ 
tation, often without so much as a hear¬ 
ing. Access to the courts will be severely 
restricted if legislation currently under con¬ 
sideration is approved. 

How can they tell who’s a felon? The 
felons will have brown skin. Fifty million 
of us. All of us will be suspects. What will 
they stop us for? Anything they please. 
After all, they already stop us for anything 
they please. 


♦ Making it a federal crime to “assist” 
our people who are without documents. 
Those who leave water in the desert to 
save the lives of migrants would become 
felons. Millions of teachers, doctors, 
priests, nurses, attorneys and others who 
give any kind of help or services to un¬ 
documented people will also become fel¬ 
ons—overnight—and could face five 
years in prison and have their assets seized 
by the government. 

Giving a ride to someone without the 
proper “papers” could lead to felony 
charges. It remains unclear if renting an 
apartment or selling a car to someone with¬ 
out “papers” would become a felony. 

Cardinal Mahoney of the 5 million 
member Los Angeles Diocese of the Catho¬ 
lic Church has declared he will order his 
priests to defy this law, if it is passed. 



Khalil Bendib — www.bendib.com 
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♦ Expanding police powers over im¬ 
migrants. Police departments would be 
granted greater power to check legal sta¬ 
tus, a move that would increase the num¬ 
ber of immigration enforcement agents by 
60 times the current number. Local law en¬ 
forcement agencies would be paid for de¬ 
taining our people and turning us over to 
federal authorities. 

These provisions will turn police into 
bounty hunters, the moral equivalent of 
Cazamigrantes, and highlight their role as 
a modern version of the Night Riders that 
once terrorized communities of color. 

♦ The construction of five double¬ 
layer border fences—totaling 698 miles— 
in California and Arizona. 

Over 4,000 people have died trying to 
cross the US/ Mexican border since fences 
in California forced people to cross at 
points in the Sonora desert into Arizona. 

♦ Requiring employers to collect So¬ 
cial Security numbers and other data on 
workers and turn it over to the Department 
of Homeland Security, which would then 
verify worker’s “legal status” and store the 
data. All workers would, in effect, need a 
government clearance before they could 
have a job, any job. 

In a related development, the U.S. gov¬ 
ernment announced in February 2006 that 
it plans to pay Halliburton $385 million to 
build new “detention centers” to imprison 
us. 

This is a chilling and potentially 
deadly development in a nation that kid¬ 
naps and spirits captives to secret prisons 
in Europe and which runs torture centers 
in places like Abu Ghraib and Guantanamo 
- torture centers which are condemned and 
denounced the world over. 

In concert with the specter of mass 
deportations, pogroms, and widespread, 
race-based scapegoating, new “detention 
centers” strikes a chord eerily close to con¬ 
centration camp. 
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As one writer questioned “Just what 
will happen in these detention centers, built 
to lock away undocumented people whose 
legal rights have been disappeared, and 
who have been cast as “hordes,” “invad¬ 
ers,” and a threat to national security? “ 
On the ultra-Right, anti-Mexican shock 
groups such as the National Policy Insti¬ 
tute, Minutemen leaders, and others are 
calling for our mass deportation. 

The Minutemen’s Jim Gilchrist has 
called for the National Guard to be de- 


In concert with the 
specter of mass depor¬ 
tations, pogroms, and 
widespread, race- 
based scapegoating, 
new “detention cen¬ 
ters” strikes a chord 
eerily dose to concen¬ 
tration camp. 


ployed at the Mexican / US border. 
Gilchrist’s partner and rival in the Minute- 
men, Chris Simcox, makes the agenda clear, 
saying, “Oh, Jesus, it is unbelievable. I 
mean, we need the National Guard to clean 
out all our cities and round them up. They 
are hard-core criminals. They have no prob¬ 
lem slitting your throat and taking your 
money or selling drugs to your kids or rap¬ 
ing your daughters and they are evil 
people.” 

While there is no mention of using the 
National Guard under the federal legisla¬ 
tion currently under consideration, clear 
steps leading toward a police state for 


people of indigenous descent are being 
advanced—and the record shows that 
when the Euro-colonialist leadership of the 
US chooses to attack us, mass deporta¬ 
tion of migrants and Chicanos alike is the 
weapon of choice. It can happen here. In 
fact, it has. 

Over 1 million of us were deported 
during the racist “Operation Wetback” in 
the year 1954, alone. 

Before the mass deportations during 
the Great Depression a Congressman from 
Texas testified in formal hearings that a 
strict quota system should be imposed on 
Mexicans because we are “germ-carriers, 
inassimilable, a people who are with us but 
not of us, and not for us.” We are, he said 
“incapable of development away from” a 
condition of “moral and financial pauper¬ 
ism,” and that our influence was causing 
“the breaking down of [the] social fabric....” 
If this rhetoric sounds familiar, it should. It 
is the unchanging rhetoric of white nation¬ 
alism. 

That such rhetoric is being used again 
by the highest authorities in the US should 
be cause for deep alarm, especially in the 
context of the Patriot Act and other dra¬ 
matic moves toward legalized fascism in 
the US. 

That the State is acting on this rheto¬ 
ric to create a felonized, legally 
scapegoated racial and cultural under¬ 
caste calls for uncompromising action 
aimed at our self defense as a People. — 
Juan Santos 


“Turning the Corner Toward Fascism” 
appeared on a variety of alternative news 
and Indymedia web sites. Juan Santos 
is editor of Mexica Tlahtolli , a Chicano/ 
Native American newspaper in Los An¬ 
geles. 
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Inside TeenScreen 

The Making of Mental Patients 


I n October, 2004, after taking 
TeenScreen, a 10-minute computer 
test developed in the psychiatric de¬ 
partment of Columbia University, 16- 
year-old Chelsea Rhoades of Indiana was 
told she had two mental health problems, 
obsessive compulsive disorder (OCD) and 
social anxiety disorder. The diagnoses 
were based upon Chelsea’s responses that 
she liked to help clean the house and 
didn’t “party” much. 

Chelsea is one of countless children 
who get labeled with fraudulent diagnoses 
every day. The difference in her case is 
that her parents, who were unaware that 
TeenScreen had infiltrated their daughter’s 
school and had not given permission for 
the screening, reacted quickly. They filed 
a lawsuit against the officials of the high 
school who allowed the test to be admin¬ 
istered and the TeenScreen program. In do¬ 
ing so, the Rhoades took a stand for all 
parents across the nation. 

The unscientific nature of psychiat¬ 
ric labeling was admitted to by the Ameri¬ 
can Psychiatric Association’s own presi¬ 
dent, Steven Sharfstein, when he stated on 
June 27, 2005, during an interview on the 
Today Show, “We do not have a clean cut 
lab test [for diagnosing mental illness or 
chemical imbalance of the brain.]” 

His admission was quickly followed 
by another similar statement from psychia¬ 
trist Mark Graff, Chairman of the Ameri¬ 
can Psychiatric Association Committee of 
Public Affairs, “Chemical imbalance: it’s 
a shorthand term really, it’s probably drug 
industry derived. We don’t have tests be¬ 
cause to do it, you’d probably have to take 


a chunk of brain out of someone—not a 
good idea.” Graff did more than admit to 
there being no science behind the chemi¬ 
cal imbalance theory. He also pointed out 
the incestuous relationship between the 
drug industries and psychiatry. 

TeenScreen is definitely a child bom 
of that union, nothing more than an un¬ 
scientific written mental health survey 
which professes to discover “mental ill¬ 
nesses,” but in fact trolls for lifelong psy¬ 
chiatric patients in our schools. 

TeenScreen has been cleverly sold to 
numerous schools across the country as a 
suicide prevention program with no sci¬ 
entific evidence backing up the claim. The 
1996 U.S. Preventive Services Task Force 
found no evidence that screening for sui¬ 
cide risk reduces suicide attempts or mor¬ 
tality. 

The individuals pushing TeenScreen 
make every effort to hide evidence that 
mental health screening is of no use in 
combating teen suicide. In order to gain 
wide acceptance in our nation’s schools 
they paint youth suicide as an epidemic 
and their program as the cure-all. 

According to the latest Census Bu¬ 
reau information, gathered in 2000, the 
U.S. population of 14-19 year olds was 
around 19,800,000 and suicide for that 
year accounted for 0.0008% of the total 
teen population. Each teen suicide is an 
unfathomable tragedy, yet the actual num¬ 
bers prove that suicide is not an epidemic. 
In fact, suicide among American youth fell 
25 percent in the last decade. 

TeenScreen’s executives are well 
aware of the actual situation. Rob 
Caruano, former TeenScreen director, was 


quoted in the South Bend Tribune on De¬ 
cember 22, 2004, “Teen Suicides, while 
tragic, are so rare that [any] study would 
have to be impossibly huge to show a 
meaningful difference in mortality be¬ 
tween screened and unscreened students. 
You’d have to be screening almost the 
whole country to reach statistical signifi¬ 
cance.” 

TeenScreen is far from being the so¬ 
lution. In fact, some experts agree that 
widespread screening will increase the 
number of teen suicides. Jane Pearson, 
PhD. who chairs the National Institute of 
Mental Health Suicide Research Consor¬ 
tium said, “ ... a prevention program de¬ 
signed for high-school aged youth found 
that participants were more likely to con¬ 
sider suicide a solution to a problem after 
the program than prior to the program...” 
She also stated, “ ... suicide is a very rare 
occurrence compared to other causes of 
deaths. ... when researchers have tried to 
predict suicide using as many known risk 
factors as possible, they are still unable to 
predict who will and who will not commit 
this act.” 

The TeenScreen test is a 14-item, self¬ 
completion questionnaire. It usually takes 
10 minutes to complete and is used to 
screen youths from ages 11 to 18 who read 
at a 6th grade level. It asks questions such 
as “have you often felt very nervous when 
you’ve had to do things in front of 
people?”, or, “Are you the kind of person 
who is often very tense, and finds it very 
hard to relax?”, or, “Has there been a time 
when nothing was fun for you and you 
just weren’t interested in anything?” 

One would be hard pressed to find a 
teenager who wouldn’t at one time or an¬ 
other answer yes to those sorts of ques¬ 
tions. TeenScreen refuses to release cop¬ 
ies of the questionnaire, even to parents 
and elected officials who have requested 
to see the test. 

TeenScreen, in an effort to make the 
program appear innocuous, claims that 
it does not recommend or endorse any par¬ 
ticular kind of treatment for the youth who 
are identified by the screening. But, in one 
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“TeenScreen is noth¬ 
ing more than a gov¬ 
ernment sponsored 
marketing tool cre¬ 
ated to serve the in¬ 
terests of the corpo¬ 
rate pharmaceutical 
industry and psychia¬ 
trists . ” — John 
Breeding, Texans for 
Safe Education 


of many conflicting statements Laurie 
Flynn, TeenScreen’s director, reveals that 
the long-term goal of TeenScreen is not 
just identification, but treatment for those 
in need, and that parents of youths found 
to be at possible risk are notified and 
helped in identifying and connecting to 
local mental health services. 

Particularly distressing is the data re¬ 
leased by a recent survey, printed in JAM 
Academy Adolescent Psychiatry 2002, 
showing that nine out of ten children who 
see a psychiatrist are given psychiatric 
drugs. 

A recent survey showed that between 
1995 and 1999, the use of antidepressants 
increased 151% for 7 to 12 year olds and 
580% for children under six. Between 
1998 and 2003, there was another 49% 
increase in children taking antidepres¬ 
sants. Sales of the drugs have now reached 
more than $13 billion a year. 

To make matters worse, on Septem¬ 
ber 15, 2004, the FDA stated that a causal 
role for antidepressants in inducing 
suicidality had been established in pedi¬ 
atric patients, and that children given psy¬ 
chiatric drugs were twice as likely to com¬ 


mit suicide as those given a placebo. As a 
result of this finding, the FDA ordered 
drug manufacturers to place a Black-Box 
warning on all antidepressant labels. The 
Black-Box warning is the most serious 
measure that the FDA can take regarding 
a prescription medication, short of an out¬ 
right ban. That initial Black-Box warn¬ 
ing label requirement has since been fol¬ 
lowed by 15 more official warnings on 
psychiatric drugs. 

Eileen Dannemann of the National 
Coalition of Organized Women describes 
the TeenScreen approach as a telling omis¬ 
sion. “We’ve got eight million American 
kids on psychiatric drugs,” she said. 
“While TeenScreen asks the kids if they 
are using street drugs, they omit to find 
out about the use of psych drugs. Antide¬ 
pressants play a major role in youth sui¬ 
cide. If [TeenScreen] really wanted to help 
they would worry about that. The fact that 
they don’t shows their real intention.” 

It becomes obvious that teens will not 
benefit from TeenScreen. The question 
that begs to be asked is “Who will ben¬ 
efit?” 

Psychologist, author and director of 
Texans for Safe Education, John Breed¬ 
ing, doesn’t mince words, “TeenScreen is 
nothing more than a government spon¬ 
sored marketing tool created to serve the 
interests of the corporate pharmaceutical 
industry and psychiatrists. It is a shame 
and a disgrace that the United States is 
putting millions of children on psychiat¬ 
ric drugs today. This is obviously not 
enough to satisfy the insatiable greed of 
big pharma. We must stop TeenScreen and 
protect our children from more deadly 
poisoning.” 

TeenScreen is the brainchild of psy¬ 
chiatrist David Shaffer of Columbia 
University. Shaffer is a paid consultant for 
pharmaceutical companies Hoffman la 
Roche, Wyeth, and GlaxoSmithKline. 
Shaffer is also the director of the Division 
of Child Psychiatry at the New York State 
Psychiatric Institute. A New York Poster - 
tide dated January 31, 1999, State Test¬ 


ing Prozac on 6-Year olds; Parents Not 
Told About Risks Including Suicide and 
Mania, read, “The New York State Psy¬ 
chiatric Institute in Manhattan is perform¬ 
ing little-known but extensive Prozac ex¬ 
perimentation on troubled kids as young 
as 6 years old, according to internal 
records. While the potentially deadly dan¬ 
ger was cited in the researchers’ docu¬ 
ments, it was not included in the consent 
forms given to children and their parents 
to read and sign.” 

Laurie Flynn, the current director of 
TeenScreen is also the former director of 
the National Alliance for the Mentally Ill 
(NAMI). While Flynn was the director of 
NAMI, a group that bills itself as “a 
grassroots organization of individuals 
with brain disorders and their family mem¬ 
bers”, NAMI received $ 11.72 million from 
various drug companies between 1996 and 
mid-1999. One drug company went as far 
as “loaning” one of its executives to 
NAMI, still paying for his salary while he 
worked at NAMI’s headquarters. 

In view of Flynn’s cozy relationships 
with drug companies, officials of the pro¬ 
gram are working hard at minimizing any 
link to the drug companies by saying that 
they are not funded by drug money. Yet, 
the Tennessee Department of Mental 
Health and Developmental Disabilities 
newsletter, Update - May/June 2002, re¬ 
vealed that a recent local TeenScreen sur¬ 
vey was partly funded by pharmaceutical 
giant, Eli Lilly. 

The goal of TeenScreen is one item 
they are not afraid to reveal: to provide 
mental health screening for every single 
American teen. If TeenScreen’s goal 
is achieved, all 19,800,000 youths will re¬ 
ceive a “mental health checkup”. Consid¬ 
ering that 71 % of teens who were screened 
in Colorado were labeled with a mental 
disorder, should TeenScreen succeed in 
its goal, it is possible that 71 % of our teens 
would end up being labeled. This means 
that no less than 14,058,000 American 
youth would end up labeled mentally ill. 
Since nine out of ten children who receive 
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“treatment” are given mind-altering psy¬ 
chiatric drugs, the inevitable conclusion 
is that 12,652,200 would be drugged. 

The average price of a prescription 
for psychiatric drugs is $102 per month. 
TeenScreen’s endeavors would increase 
the pharmaceutical companies’ monthly 
revenues by $1,290,524,400. 

To ensure success, TeenScreen offi¬ 
cials prefer the Passive Consent form 
which requires parents to return a form to 
the school only if they do not want their 
child to participate in the screening. Flynn 
is quick to deny promoting the use of Pas¬ 
sive Consent to schools. However, Flynn’s 
statement, like many others, is far removed 
from the truth. Numerous high schools 
only use Passive Consent forms and, as in 
the case of Flager Palm Coast High School 
in Florida, the passive acceptance style 
was discussed by school officials to in¬ 
crease the numbers of participants from 
50% for Active Consent to near 95% for 
Passive. 

Incentives such as pizza or movie cou¬ 
pons are distributed to the kids because, 
as TeenScreen co-director, Leslie 
McGuire, said during a national confer¬ 
ence, “Getting the kids to buy-in is such 
an essential thing because for the most 
part, you’re distributing the consent forms 
to the kids to bring home to their parents 
and bring them back. So you have to get 
their buy-in, you have to get them inter¬ 
ested.” 

TeenScreen goes as far as to advise 
local schools on how to circumvent fed¬ 
eral law. The Protection of Pupil Rights 
Act (PPRA) protects the rights of parents 
by making instructional materials avail¬ 
able for their inspection if the materials 
are to be used in connection with a sur¬ 
vey, analysis, or evaluation in which their 
child is participating. It also requires writ¬ 
ten parental consent before minors are re¬ 
quired to take part in such a survey, analy¬ 
sis, or evaluation. 

The TeenScreen News (Fall 2003, 
Vol. 2, Issue 2) instructs schools that mak¬ 
ing the TeenScreen survey a part of the 


curriculum will help them get around the 
PPRA, “ ... if the screening will be given 
to all students, as opposed to some, it be¬ 
comes part of the curriculum and no longer 
requires active parental consent.” 

But even if active consent forms were 
used for all children being tested by 
TeenScreen, it still would provide no pro¬ 
tection for unsuspecting parents. Before 
parents can make a truly educated deci¬ 
sion they must be told all the facts. Then, 
and only then, can they provide informed 
consent. 

A true informed consent form would 
tell parents the following: 

* Chemical imbalance of the 
brain is only a theory with no 
science of proof to back it up 

* While screening is not a scien¬ 
tific and medical test it might still 
result in the child being labeled 
depressed or mentally ill 

* Should the child be labeled, the 
likely recommended course of 
treatment will be psychiatric 
drugs 

* Psychiatric drugs are known to 
cause children to commit suicide 

* Should parents refuse the rec¬ 
ommended course of treatment, 
a referral to the local child wel¬ 
fare agency might be made, which 
could result in the child being 
taken away from home and forc¬ 
ibly drugged 

Flynn has made it clear that she will go to 
any length in getting acceptance for 
TeenScreen. While testifying in front of a 
Senate Committee in Washington, she 
claimed to be in partnership with the Uni¬ 
versity of South Florida in piloting dis¬ 
trict wide mental Health screenings of 9th 
graders in Hillsborough and Pinellas coun¬ 
ties, Florida. 


TeenScreen is de¬ 
signed only to in¬ 
crease psychiatric 
and drug company 
revenues by turning 
normal children into 
lifelong mental pa¬ 
tients. 


Wilcox Clayton, Pinellas County 
School Board Superintendent, was quick 
to set the record straight. He emphatically 
stated that no such screening was taking 
place and added, “If this person [Laurie 
Flynn] said what they allegedly said, I 
would have serious reservations about 
partnering with such an organization.” 

TeenScreen is designed only to in¬ 
crease psychiatric and drug company rev¬ 
enues by turning normal children into life¬ 
long mental patients. Now is the time for 
anyone who cares about children and the 
future to step up and demand that mental 
health screening not be allowed in any 
schools at any time. — Sandra Lucas 


“Inside TeenScreen: The Making of 
Mental Patients” appeared as a web 
feature on the Alternative Press Review 
web site (www.altpr.org) as well as nu¬ 
merous other web sites. 
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Anarchist Therapy 


I n 1964, the military in Brazil carried 
out a coup d’etat supported by the 
CIA and local right-wing groups, in¬ 
augurating a bloody dictatorship. It was 
during the dictatorship that a clandestine 
anarchist activist named Roberto Freire, 
who also was a psychoanalyst, 
(anti)psychiatrist and author of books and 
plays, confirmed the destructive effects of 
repression on people’s behavior and psy¬ 
chological and mental health. Freire be¬ 
lieved that micro-social relationships are 
the genesis for macro-social 
authoritarianism and he aimed for under¬ 
standing the politics of modern society 
through people’s behavior in their every¬ 
day life. He realized that the fact that one 
believes in a certain ideology and has a 
libertarian view of the world doesn’t al¬ 
ways lead one to have a libertarian behav¬ 
ior in his/her personal relationships with 
his/her fellows —there is something else, 
like an unconscious barrier, that determines 
the attitudes of the individuals towards life 
and other people. Freire, then, broke with 
psychoanalysis and over the next decades 
researched and developed Somatherapy - 
a therapy form in shape of a pedagogy, or 
a kind of pedagogy with therapeutic ef¬ 
fects. That means that the way of dealing 
with neurosis is shifted from a medical 
perspetive to an educational one. The goal 
is to liberate those who have been sub¬ 
jected to repression (all of us). 
Somatherapy supports itself in theory and 
praxis with the social and corporeal psy¬ 
chology of Wilhelm Reich, Antipsychiatry, 
Gestalt Therapy, Anarchism and with the 
Afro-Brazilian art form of the people called 
Capoeira Angola. 

The technique that he created con¬ 
sists of assembling a group of people to 
form a collective with limited duration 
(about a year and a half) that, through self- 
managed and non-hierarchical dynamics, 
will search to explore, understand and de¬ 


velop their capabilities to be creative, self- 
regulated, to love and to be loved and to 
be confident in the defense of their own 
desires and needs towards a society hos¬ 
tile to independent individuals. 

All of this happens in a methodology 
composed of four elements: (1) experience 
of exercises created by Freire and carried 
out by the therapist in charge of the group 
(Freire or a disciple of him); (2) meetings of 
the group without the presence of the thera- 
pist (that guarantees the group’s and 
each person’s independence and respon- 

Reich realized that the authori¬ 
tarian social structure and its 
mechanism of repression shape 
people’s personality, creating a 
neuromuscular character armor. 
That means a chronic rigidity in 
the muscles that obstruct the full 
circulation of the vital energy. 
Then it becomes a lifeless body, 
unable to act spontaneously, to 
feel pleasure, love or true emo¬ 
tions. 

sibility for the therapeutic process); (3) 
practice of Capoeira Angola; (4) interac¬ 
tion of the group’s members in various 
social activities, either for fun or any kind 
of collective work. 

The exercises created by Freire usu¬ 
ally are body exercises, following Wilhelm 
Reich’s realization that neurosis is located 
not only in one’s mind, but also in his/her 
body. Reich realized that the authoritarian 
social structure and its mechanism of re¬ 
pression shape people’s personality, cre¬ 
ating a neuromuscular character armor. 
That means a chronic rigidity in the muscles 
that obstruct the full circulation of the vi¬ 
tal energy. Then it becomes a lifeless body, 


unable to act spontaneously, to feel plea¬ 
sure, love or true emotions. 

Reich was positive that this illness 
has social causes, that it is implanted by 
systematic suppression of instinctual 
needs of sex, pleasure and love carried out 
by authoritarian mechanisms that enforce 
all of us, starting in the first days of life, to 
adapt ourselves to patterns of social be¬ 
havior. “The millenary subjugation of im¬ 
pulsive life created the ground for the psy¬ 
chological fear of the masses to the au¬ 
thority and the submission to it, for an in¬ 
credible humility, on one side, and a 
sadistic brutality, on the other side - and 
that’s why in the last 200 years the capital¬ 
ist economy of profits could expand and 
survive” said Reich. 

Roberto Freire is a forerunner of 
Reichian Therapy in Brazil and one of the 
few people in the world who kept the unity 
between social-political and psychothera¬ 
peutic approaches against neurosis. Op¬ 
posing ideologies of sacrifice (neurosis), 
Freire maintains that the healthy human 
condition dwells in what he called ideol¬ 
ogy of pleasure. The exercises that he cre¬ 
ated bring the participants to bodily com¬ 
municate their barriers and difficulties, at 
the same time they provide bioenergetic 
relief, release of creativity and stimulation 
and awakening of the senses. They have 
simultaneous diagnostic and therapeutic 
effects. 

Following the principle of pleasure, 
Freire refuted the tendency in traditional 
psychology to relate therapy with discom¬ 
fort, suffering and formality and strove to 
create ludic, playfull and pleasant exercises 
that, based on theatrical techniques, stimu¬ 
late sociability and new ways of interac¬ 
tion. 

After each exercise the participants 
make use of verbal communication, but in 
a peculiar way. Sitting in circle, each per¬ 
son reports the sensations that she had, 
the barriers that she perceived in herself 
and other people, what kind of pleasure 
she felt or what kind of fear and difficulty 
came out. The way to report the experi¬ 
ence should follow the theories and meth¬ 
ods of Gestalt Therapy, which prioritize an 
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objective and practical approach, trying to 
acknowledge (how it happened) rather 
than interpret (why it happened). 

Based on studies of human percep¬ 
tion, Dr. Frederick Peris, precursor of Ge¬ 
stalt Therapy, sustained the fundamental 
significance of living perceptually alert to 
the present moment. Peris believed that the 
unmediated perception through the senses 
allows the spontaneous and natural mecha¬ 
nism of self-regulation. Rational abstrac¬ 
tion prevents this spontaneity from occur¬ 
ring and creates another mechanism that 
is alienation and self-censorship through 
acceptance of external values and judg¬ 
ments (coming from the family, society, 
etc.), which are settled in the conscious 
and unconscious. 

Gestalt Therapy determines the prac¬ 
tical way in which the anarchist therapy of 
Roberto Freire happens. Somatherapy is 
neither clinical nor confessional. It does 
not deal with traumas of the past, but it 
does deal with their manifestations in the 
present, through the situations experi¬ 
enced during the exercises and everyday 
life. Freire understands that one of the 
many problems that people have is related 
to inability to define what they want and 
like. He believes that spontaneous self¬ 
regulation is achieved by the search for 
pleasure and by the discovery of each 
person’s own unique originality. 

Because neurosis is born in social re¬ 
lationships, group therapy is more efficient 
because it creates a micro-social lab in 
which a variety of relationships may hap¬ 
pen. In Somatherapy, it’s the self-managed 
and non-hierarchical dynamics that effec¬ 
tively make the therapy happen, on the 
personal level (self-awareness) and on the 
social level (new strategies for living to¬ 
gether), in so far as it establish a state of 
collaboration, cooperation and complicity 
between the members of the group. 

Also, only in a group is it possible to 
deal with damaging forms of communica¬ 
tions brought to light by Antipsychiatry. 
Somatherapy doesn’t work with 
schizophrenics or people in advanced 
states of emotional unbalance, but it uses 
those studies of Gregory Bateson, David 


Cooper and Ronald D. Laing that have pro¬ 
phylactic uses for neurosis. 

Antipsychiatry makes use of the stud¬ 
ies in pragmatics of human communication, 
which prove that paradoxical ways of com¬ 
munication in a context of strong emotional 
and affectional ties can lead to deep 
psychological disturbances in one’s per¬ 
sonality. Somatherapy allows one to 
realize how his personality is shaped by 
the paradoxical communications used 
against him by his family when he was a 
child, as well as being able to perceive 
when it happens in the present. It makes 
possible the creation of strategies to de¬ 
fend oneself against emotional blackmails 
and teaches the importance of choosing 
sincere and direct ways to communicate 
and prove how useful metacommunication 
is (communication about the situation in 
which interaction takes place). 

One of the last elements that Roberto 
Freire added to his technique was Capoeira 
Angola. Unlike other styles of capoeira that 
spread out all over the world, Capoeira 
Angola is an Afro-Brazilian art form that 
combines playing music, dancing and 
fighting - it’s a theater and a playful game. 
It has its origin in African tribal rituals and 
dances. In Brazil, aspects of martial arts 
were introduced, so that black people could 
prepare themselves to fight their oppres¬ 
sors: the slave masters and the Portuguese 
(and later Brazilian) Empire. Freire found in 
Capoeira Angola an excellent bioenergetic 
exercise, that enables body awareness, 
teaches how to keep all senses alert, and 
wakes up the ability to confront, which is 
very necessary in the struggle to defend 
oneself against repression and to affirm 
a free personality. 

Subjective Ecology 

With its anarchist perspective, 
Somatherapy brings to psychotherapy 
the concept that neurosis is a deviation in 
natural and ecological human behavior. 
Traditional psychology manifests in its 
praxis the attempt to adapt one to the so¬ 
cial rules in force. Somatherapy helps the 
individual to recover her capacity to sat¬ 


isfy her needs and desires by defending 
herself and struggling against a psychotic 
society that denies her the freedom to ex¬ 
ercise her own unique originality. 

For Roberto Freire, the human being 
must be understood in his unicity: the in¬ 
dividual is the indivisible and non-hierar¬ 
chical unity of his body, mind, emotions, 
memories, expectations, desires, culture, 
social behaviors and actions that he does 
at every moment. In western societies, the 
aspects of life are fragmented. Freire cre¬ 
ated Somatherapy with the aim to struggle 
for the totality of being, for the unity that 
allows the natural principle of spontane¬ 
ous self-regulation. He conceived his tech¬ 
nique for revolutionaries, challengers of 
the status quo and anyone who feels 
libertarian, as a tool in the struggle for a 
life directed by joy, beauty and pleasure. 

Acting on the level of subjective ecol¬ 
ogy, which is understood as living accord¬ 
ingly to biological impulses, Somatherapy 
shows a different path in the struggle 
against patriarchy. Helping to liberate an 
individual from the barriers that prevent 
him from his own self-determination and 
freedom is consistent with the idea of not 
intending to construct a new world, but 
giving people the opportunity to create this 
new world by themselves. 

Radical changes of behavior that en¬ 
able the experience of pleasure and love 
are the reconciliation with our own nature, 
and that’s a step towards the utopia of a 
society that is not harmful to individuals 
or their environment. “Civilized society is 
at risk of disintegration by the primary 
hostility of men towards each other,” said 
Wilhelm Reich. “Only the liberation of the 
natural capacity for love in human beings 
can master their sadistic destructiveness.” 
— Clandestino 


“Anarchist Therapy” first appeared in the 
radical quarterly newspaper Slingshot! 
(http://slingshot.tao.ca). Subscriptions 
are $4/year from: 3124 Shattuck Av¬ 
enue, Berkeley, CA 94705 
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Peak Opportunity! 

Earth Liberation and the Oil Endgame 


B y now, all radical environmental¬ 
ists—if not all humans—should 
be aware of the fatal ecological 
effects of civilization’s unsustainable en¬ 
ergy binge. Yet many of us have been slow 
to grasp the true gravity of what our rapid 
depletion of non-renewable fossil fuels 
portends. 

We must recognize three essential 
points about civilization’s imminent 
energy future: First, the unfolding “energy 
crisis” is real and will soon manifest as 
chronic oil scarcity. Second, industry is 
seeking to quickly and quietly implement 
a nightmarish swarm of ultra-dirty oil 
’’substitutes,” ranging from coal-to-oil 
“liquefaction” in Appalachia to nuclear- 
powered “heavy oil” mining in northern 
Canada and biofuel plantations in South 
America. Rather than presenting feasible 
solutions, these “alternatives” are unsus¬ 
tainable and ecologically destructive. 
Third, we cannot cling to the hope that 
scientists will unveil a magical cocktail 
of clean, oil-free “alternative” technolo¬ 
gies that will power a benign “new civili¬ 
zation.” 

Unless societies learn to sharply re¬ 
duce their ecological footprints, any 
large-scale energy alternatives will ulti¬ 
mately prove ineffective because they 
would prolong and intensify destructive 
practices. It is time to seriously consider 
that our best hope for a biodiverse Earth 
and a biocentric future for humanity 
would be civilization’s collapse. Let’s 
dream our post-petroleum utopias 
unapologetically wild. 

To liberate the Earth and ourselves 
from the carnage that oil elicits, we need 
to clarify where civilization is going, as 


well as where our movements are coming 
from. Attempts at environmental legisla¬ 
tive reform through emissions standards, 
“smart growth” regulations and the Kyoto 
Protocol have failed to deter oil’s speed¬ 
ing devastation. Grassroots struggles to 
restrain the petroleum economy’s spread 
and to spur lifestyle shifts toward renew- 

Unless societies learn to 
sharply reduce their eco¬ 
logical footprints, any 
large-scale energy alterna¬ 
tives will ultimately prove 
ineffective because they 
would prolong and intensify 
destructive practices. It is 
time to seriously consider 
that our best hope for a 
biodiverse Earth and a 
biocentric future for hu¬ 
manity would be 
civilization’s collapse. 

able energies have been far too weak, late 
and limited to halt overarching ecocidal 
trends. Despite countless small-scale 
victories won by indigenous and eco-ac¬ 
tivist resistance, hydrocarbon hunger has 
metastasized globally, placing civiliza¬ 
tion on a collision course with its own 
decimation of the Earth. 

But it is our very gluttony for fossil 
fuels that presents the single greatest coun¬ 


terpoint to our unsustainable civilization. 
A startling body of evidence is now fore¬ 
telling the beginning of the end of oil’s 
heyday. 

Peak Petroleum? 

This unique geological opportunity is 
called “peak oil,” the moment of global 
maximum oil production, when approxi¬ 
mately half of the Earth’s total oil supply 
has been pumped and remaining reserves 
offer decreasing yields. Extraction at any 
individual oil field follows a bell curve; 
production increases, plateaus and then 
declines irreversibly as the supply is ex¬ 
hausted. Peak oil is merely the extrapola¬ 
tion of the behavior of individual oil fields 
to the global supply. 

In any field, the purest oil is always 
the most accessible and, thus, the first to 
be extracted. As oil disappears, the crude 
becomes increasingly difficult to refine. 
Production costs escalate and more energy 
must be used to bring lower-grade oil to 
market. When this happens to the global 
supply, consumer prices will skyrocket to 
offset the costs. Finally, oil production will 
require the expenditure of more energy 
than it yields and will become prohibi¬ 
tively expensive. Oil will not disappear, 
but widespread economic contraction will 
result from the vanishing of cheap oil. And 
collapse will occur not as an immediate 
effect of soaring prices, but from the ris¬ 
ing physical scarcity of—and competition 
over—the liquid fuel needed to maintain 
essential public services and the global¬ 
ized flow of consumer goods. This will 
not be a single cataclysmic event, but 
rather a gradual process that gains momen¬ 
tum—a slow march of systemic meltdown. 

Although we won’t recognize the mo¬ 
ment of peak oil until it has already passed, 
many clues signal that it is near. In No¬ 
vember 2005, Kuwaiti officials announced 
that output from the world’s second-larg¬ 
est oil field was “exhausted” and declin¬ 
ing. Shortly after, speakers at the Associa¬ 
tion for the Study of Peak Oil’s annual 
conference all agreed that global oil de¬ 
cline would certainly begin before 2010. 
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Some argued that we are peaking now. 
More than 50 oil-producing countries 
have already peaked. Global discovery of 
oil reserves peaked in the 1960s, and big 
finds are now rare. The average find is 50 
million barrels. This sounds huge until 
you consider that humans consume 84 mil¬ 
lion barrels every day. US oil production 
peaked in 1970 and continues to decline, 
even as Americans devour 25 percent of 
the global supply. Only the vast oil fields 
of Saudi Arabia sustain the illusion that 
petroleum-based civilization can grow 
forever. But this is not so. Ninety-five per¬ 
cent of Saudi output comes from only six 
fields, which all show signs of petering 
out. 

False Hope on the Depletion Slope 

Opinions differ widely about what 
peak oil means for humanity. Some 
permaculture enthusiasts are advocating 
boldly optimistic visions of graceful “en¬ 
ergy descent” down the oil-depletion 
slope. They hope that geologically im¬ 
posed limits to reckless consumption will 
compel societies to adopt ecofriendly al¬ 
ternatives. At the other extreme, many 
capitalist intellectuals are confident that 
civilization, led by fresh waves of tech¬ 
nological innovation, will seamlessly 
adapt to oil decline. They predict that oil 
depletion will be a “non-event” due to the 
implementation of other unconventional 
fuel sources that will significantly offset 
dwindling oil reserves. 

Far in the north of Canada’s province 
Alberta, one such “solution” is the exploi¬ 
tation of tar sands. Approximately two 
tons of tar sands are required to produce a 
single barrel of oil, with more than one 
million barrels being extracted every day. 
This process strips soil and rock from for¬ 
ests, boils oil out of sand with hot water 
and leaves behind giantcesspools of waste- 
water. Since the 1960s, the extraction of 
tar sands has damaged more than 80,000 
acres of forest and wetlands, and plans call 
for production to triple by 2015. For ev¬ 
ery barrel produced, more than 80 kg of 
greenhouse gases are released into the at¬ 


mosphere and between 2 and 4 barrels of 
waste water are dumped into tailing ponds 
that have flooded about 50 km of forest 
and bogs. Moreover, the tar sands indus¬ 
try is extremely inefficient, necessitating 
huge energy inputs to produce compara¬ 
tively modest yields. To supply the 
industry’s voracious energy needs, a new 
infrastructure of massive natural gas pipe¬ 
lines and nuclear plants has been pro¬ 
posed. 

A similar, even dirtier process is the 
mining of oil shale. Located on about 
16,000 square miles of land in remote parts 
of Colorado, Utah and Wyoming, oil shale 
represents an estimated 800 billion bar¬ 
rels of recoverable oil—enough to meet 
US oil demand for nearly 100 years. The 
extraction process is so obscenely heat- 
and water-intensive that it has only been 
attempted experimentally. Nevertheless, 
the Department of Energy projects yields 
of “200,000 barrels a day from oil shale 
by 2011, two million barrels a day by 2020 
and ultimately 10 million barrels a day.” 
In January, the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment awarded six new 160-acre leases to 
oil companies for the development of oil 
shale extraction on federal lands in Colo¬ 
rado and Utah. Currently, the corporation 
most deeply invested in oil shale is Shell. 

In the US, coal-to-oil refineries are 
now on the drawing board in Montana, 
West Virginia and Wyoming. But eastern 
Pennsylvania’s Schuylkill County-an 
economically depressed region depen¬ 
dant on waste dumping, coal mining, 
waste coal burning and prisons-is likely 
to become the site of the first such plant. 
Construction on the refinery is scheduled 
to begin this Spring and could be com¬ 
plete by as early as 2008. This facility will 
be a heavily subsidized pilot project that 
could pave the way for larger and more 
numerous coal-to-oil plants throughout 
the US. 

Another proposed option is the har¬ 
vesting of methane hydrates, which are 
frozen methane crystals found on the 
ocean floor and in arctic permafrost. Meth¬ 
ane hydrates are extremely plentiful-esti¬ 
mates suggest that the global supply may 


be double that of all other fossil fuels com¬ 
bined. For this reason, methane hydrates 
seem like a great energy source capable 
of fueling unlimited growth for centuries 
to come. Predictably, it’s not that simple. 
Just as methane hydrates represent a tre¬ 
mendous source of potential energy, they 
also present a huge quantity of stored 
greenhouse gases. (Methane is more than 
20 times more effective than carbon diox¬ 
ide at trapping heat in the atmosphere.) A 
level of methane hydrate extraction ca¬ 
pable of supporting the world’s energy 
needs would leak staggering quantities of 
the gas into the atmosphere, exacerbating 
the existing threat of global warming. Ad¬ 
ditionally, there is evidence suggesting 
that the extraction process could make sea- 
beds unstable, resulting in habitat destruc¬ 
tion and even giant tsunamis. Neverthe¬ 
less, the US has earmarked $47 million 
for research into methane hydrate energy. 

As for biofuels, we should look skep¬ 
tically at any “solution” that Monsanto 
officially favors. Small-scale organic 
biofuels might be worthy of eco-activist 
support, but the biggest beneficiaries of 
industrial biodiesel are sellers of geneti¬ 
cally modified com and soybean seeds. 
Plus, those enriched by the establishment 
of biofuel markets in the wealthy global 
North are rarely local farmers but rather 
foreign mega-growers of palm and soya 
oils. In 2006, a Florida-based importer 
called—no joke—EarthFirst Americas, 
Inc. plans to ship more than 100 million 
gallons of palm oil-derived biofuel into 
the US from Ecuador, more than the US 
biodiesel industry’s entire 2005 yield. In 
Malaysia, Indonesia and South America, 
where labor is cheaper, water more abun¬ 
dant and crop yields higher, the spread of 
soy and palm plantations is a leading 
agent of rainforest destruction. 

Citing these and other untapped 
sources of energy, cornucopian capitalists 
adhere to the unwavering belief that sci¬ 
entific innovation and private enterprise 
will generate a solution to oil depletion. 
The public follows their lead, believing 
that—at the very worst—peak oil will 
mean buying a hybrid car or a new fur- 
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nace. But many who have seriously re¬ 
searched this issue are confident that peak 
oil spells doom for modem metropolitan, 
growth-oriented economies. A landmark 
study of peak oil commissioned by the 
US Department of Energy predicted that a 
minimum of ten years and intensive gov¬ 
ernment intervention would be necessary 
to mitigate oil scarcity. Yet given the evi¬ 
dence that global oil decline is already 
happening or just around the corner, and 
with the diversion of US clout to fighting 
war abroad, neither the time for nor the 
investment in large-scale “solutions” 
seems equal to the challenge. Meanwhile, 
fossil fuels are essential ingredients in the 
production of plastics, pesticides and her¬ 
bicides, fertilizers, pharmaceuticals, elec¬ 
tronics, computers, and even components 
of high-tech “renewable” energies like 
wind and solar power. During oil decline, 
mass-produced items that consumers now 
take for granted could quickly become 
luxuries, then relics. The entire capitalist 
framework—defined by global mass pro¬ 
duction, habituated to perpetual growth, 
and dependent upon a resource-hungry 
infrastructure—would likely collapse. 

Peak Opportunity! 

We don’t have to panic or lose hope 
in the face of this scenario. What might 
oil decline mean for anti-capitalist unrest 
and Earth First! agitation? Be imagina¬ 
tive! The heightened vulnerability of 
dominant institutions offers extraordinary 
potential for social insurrections, ecologi¬ 
cal uprisings, and tactical interventions 
to achieve radical environmental objec¬ 
tives. The advent of oil decline should 
embolden us to step up action to stop our 
culture’s worst oil-enabled abuses against 
the Earth, from mountaintop removal min¬ 
ing and forest clearcutting to industrial 
agriculture, suburban sprawl and resource 
wars. 

In order to take full advantage of this 
opportunity to bring down oil-based civi¬ 
lization, we must work to minimize the 
ability of Earth-destroying industries to 
adapt to fossil fuel scarcity. This means 


defending wilderness and undeveloped 
areas-the Arctic Wildlife Refuge; coastal 
and offshore marine zones; highland 
hotspots like the Green River Valley and 
Bridger-Teton National Forest in Wyo¬ 
ming, Colorado’s Roan Plateau, 
Montana’s Rocky Mountain Front and the 
Otero Mesa in New Mexico—from new 
oil and natural gas speculation and ex¬ 
traction. Globally, it means “bringing the 
war home” by acting to reinforce and sup¬ 
port envirinmental justice allies—from 
Colombia to Nigeria to Iraq—who are at 
the frontlines of physical struggles against 
neocolonialist oil exploiters and the mili¬ 
taries that shield them. 

The heightened vul¬ 
nerability of domi¬ 
nant institutions of¬ 
fers extraordinary 
potential for social 
insurrections, eco¬ 
logical uprisings, and 
tactical interventions 
to achieve radical 
environmental objec¬ 
tives. 

But our most important task may be 
to fight the ultra-dirty oil substitutes that 
industries are gearing up to implement. 
All of these will require huge investments 
of capital before they become economi¬ 
cally viable. All will demand the creation 
of a completely new infrastructure before 
production and delivery can begin. Many 
will necessitate extensive legislative and 
diplomatic attention before they can be 
implemented in accordance with state, 
national and international law. And some 


depend upon significant adaptation on the 
part of consumers. 

Every one of these new sources of en¬ 
ergy is vulnerable at some crucial point. 
By studying the economic, political, le¬ 
gal, technological and even social require¬ 
ments that these new industries will have 
to meet, we can proactively target them 
where they are weakest and prevent them 
from establishing a firm foothold. 

The US Department of Energy’s study 
of peak oil acknowledged the threat to 
energy-related “innovation” that environ¬ 
mental action poses: “Even assuming the 
expenditure of substantial time and 
money, it is not certain that many pro¬ 
posed facilities will ever be constructed. 
The construction of transmission lines, 
waste incinerators, oil refineries, liquid 
natural gas (LNG) terminals, petrochemi¬ 
cal plants, etc. is increasingly problem¬ 
atic. Intervenors in permitting processes 
may delay decisions and in some cases 
force outright cancellations.” 

By fighting to minimize 
civilization’s ability to weather the peak 
oil storm through the use of unsustain¬ 
able “alternatives,” we can hopefully ac¬ 
celerate civilization’s collapse and pre¬ 
serve what remains of our planet’s eco¬ 
logical integrity. In the ashes of indus¬ 
trial monoculture, thousands of neotribal 
nomadic communities, autonomous 
ecovillages and bioregional confedera¬ 
tions uniting them could bloom amid 
rewilded landscapes. The oil endgame 
might be our last opportunity for full- 
fledged Earth liberation. Will we seize it 
or let it slip by? — Acornista 


“Peak Opportunity! Earth Liberation 
and the Oil Endgame” was first pub¬ 
lished in the March/April 2006 issue 
of the Earth First! Journal 
(www.earthfirstjournal.org). Sub¬ 
scriptions are $25/yearfrom: PO Box 
3023, Tucson AZ 85702. 


26 


ALTERNATIVE PRESS REVIEW 


FALL 2006 









SELECTIONS 


Civilization as Death Star 


The Lost 
Star Wars Script 


I went to see Star Wars when I was 
in high school, which seems about 
the right time to see it. I liked it a 
lot. I wasn’t one of those people who saw 
it a hundred times or anything. I wasn’t 
that much of a nerd. Besides, I was too 
busy playing Dungeons and Dragons. I 
saw it again recently. It’s not so good as I 
remember. In fact it’s pretty bad. The char¬ 
acters are flat, the dialog hokey, the act¬ 
ing nondescript. But I still loved the end¬ 
ing, where Luke remembers to “use the 
force” to blow up the Death Star. For 
those of you who may have forgotten, 
the Death Star (according to the official 
Star Wars website) “was the code name 
of an unspeakably powerful and horrific 
weapon developed by the Empire. The 
immense space station carried a weapon 
capable of destroying entire planets. The 
Death Star was to be an instrument of ter¬ 
ror, meant to cow treasonous worlds with 
the threat of annihilation. While the mas¬ 
sive station is evidence of the evil that 
was the Galactic Empire, it was also proof 
of the New Order’s greatest weakness-the 
belief that technology and terror were su¬ 
perior to the will of oppressed beings 
fighting for freedom.” That’s all pretty 
interesting stuff, and of course applicable 
to the discussion at hand: civilization as 
Death Star. 

The website also says, “The Death 
Star was a battle station the size of a small 
moon. It had a formidable array of 
turbolasers and tractor beam projectors, 
giving it the firepower of greater than half 
the Imperial starfleet. Within its cavern¬ 
ous interior were legions of Imperial troops 
and fightercraft, as well as all manner of 


detention blocks and interrogation cells. 
The Death Star was spherical, and dark 
gray in color. Located on the Death Star’s 
northern hemisphere was a concave disk 
housing the station’s main laser weapon.. 

. . In a brutal display of the Death Star’s 
power, Grand Moff Tarkin targeted its 
prime weapon at the peaceful world of 
Alderaan. [Rebel princess] Leia Organa, 
an Imperial captive at the time, was forced 
to watch as the searing laser blast split 



apart her beloved world, turning the planet 
and its populace into orbital ash and de¬ 
bris.” I’m not sure if you feel the stab of 
recognition at being a captive of the em¬ 
pire, forced to watch your beloved world 
and its (human and nonhuman) populace 
turned into orbital ash and debris. I do. 

The website continues, “Using... sto¬ 
len technical data, [rebel] Alliance tacti¬ 


cians were able to pinpoint a crucial flaw 
in the Death Star’s design. A small ray- 
shielded thermal exhaust port led directly 
from the surface of the station into the 
heart of its colossal reactor. If the port 
could be breached by proton torpedoes, 
then the resulting chain reaction would 
destroy the station.” We all know what 
happened next: By using the force, and 
with the help of Han Solo and Chewbacca, 
as well as the spirit of Obi Wan Kenobee, 
Luke Skywalker was able to drop a pro¬ 
ton torpedo right down the tiny port, and 
blow up the Death Star. 

One small proton torpedo destroyed 
the Death Star. This would be a prime ex¬ 
ample of leveraging your power by using 
a properly placed fulcrum. In our case, to 
switch metaphors, where do we place the 
charges? Where is the correct thermal ex¬ 
haust port? How do we start a chain reac¬ 
tion that will cause the “Death Star” be¬ 
fore us to self-destruct? 

You know, don’t you, that this 
wasn’t the movie’s original ending. I have 
in my hands an extremely rare early draft 
of the Star Wars filmscript, never before 
published. It may surprise you to learn 
that the early drafts were written by en¬ 
vironmentalists. In this version, the rebels 
do not of course blow up the Death Star, 
but instead prefer to use other tactics to 
slow the intergalactic march of Empire. 
For example, they set up programs for 
people on planets about to be destroyed 
to produce luxury items like hemp 
hackysacks and gourmet coffee for sale 
to inhabitants of the Death Star. Audi¬ 
ence members will also discover that 
there are plans afoot to encourage loads 
of troopers and other citizens of the Em¬ 
pire to take ecotours of doomed planets. 
The purpose will be to show to one and 
all that these planets are economically im¬ 
portant to the Empire and so should not 
be destroyed. In a surprise move that will 
get viewers to the edges of their seats, other 
groups of rebels will file lawsuits against 
the Empire, attempting to show that the 
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Environmental Impact Statement Darth 
Vader was required to file failed to ad¬ 
equately support its decision that blow¬ 
ing up this planet would cause “no sig¬ 
nificant impact.” Viewers will thrill to learn 
of plans to boycott items produced by cor¬ 
porations that have Darth Vader on the 
board of directors, and will leap to their 
feet in theaters worldwide when they see 
bags full of letters written directly to Mr. 
Vader himself asking that he please not 
blow up anymore planets. (Scribbled in 
the margin is a note from one of the screen¬ 
writers: “For accuracy’s sake, when we 
show examples of these letters, it is im¬ 
perative that all letters to Mr. Vader be 
respectful and courteous, and that they 
stress the need to find cooperative solu¬ 
tions to the differences between the rebels 
and the Empire. Under no circumstances 
should the letters be such that they would 
alienate or anger Mr. Vader. If the letters 
upset Mr. Vader, the rebels’ letter cam¬ 
paign to the Grand Moff Tarkin would 
certainly fail as well.”) Other plans include 
sending petitions and filing lawsuits. 

Now, you and I both know that all of 
this should be sufficient not only to bring 
the Empire to its knees but to make a damn 
fine and exciting movie. The thing is: 
there’s more. Thousands of renegade 
rebels, unhappy with what they perceive 
as toadying on the part of the mainstream 
rebels, decide, in a scene guaranteed to 
bring tears to the eyes of even the most 
cold-hearted theatergoers, to stand on the 
planets to be destroyed, link arms (or, in 
some cases, tentacles), and sing “Give 
Peace a Chance.” They send DVDs of this 
to both Darth Vader and his boss the 
Grand Moff Tarkin, to whom they also 
send wave after wave of lovingkindness™. 
Some few rebels sneak aboard the Death 
Star and lock themselves down to various 
pieces of equipment. (Early in this draft 
of the film, the screenwriters included a 
long scene showing the extensive train¬ 
ing in nonviolent communication that is 
a prerequisite to joining the rebels. Most 
writers had originally, by the way, called 


SELECTIONS 


Civilization as Death Star 


Viewers will thrill to learn 
of plans to boycott items 
produced by corporations 
that have Darth Vader on 
the board of directors, and 
will leap to their feet in 
theaters worldwide when 
they see bags full of letters 
written directly to Mr. 
Vader himself asking that 
he please not blow up any¬ 
more planets. 


it a rebel army, but several objected to the 
violence inherent in that word. Next came 
“rebel force,” but nearly as many objected 
to that word as well. In any case, the nu- 
anced scene of nonviolence training was 
dropped in later drafts and the infamous 
(and horribly violent) Cantina scene was, 
incomprehensibly to some, put in its 
place.) Stirring debates are held onscreen 
among these rebels as to whether they 
should voluntarily surrender on approach 
of the troopers, or whether they should 
remain locked down to the end. In a bril¬ 
liant and brave touch of authenticity, the 
rebels were never able to come to consen¬ 
sus. 

The writers themselves entered into a 
debate as to whether the troopers should 
decapitate the locked-down rebels on or 
off screen, with one writer pleading that 
instead rebels must be explicitly shown 
being taken alive to interrogation cells: 
“Showing,” he wrote in the margin, “or 
even implying that the troopers would ever 
commit these acts of violence, even in re¬ 
sponse to such obvious challenges to their 
authority as rebels invading their space 
and doing violence to their machinery by 
interfering with that machinery’s lawful 
use would send absolutely the wrong mes¬ 
sage to theatergoers, and would give the 


wrong impression of Mr. Vader’s ulti¬ 
mately peaceful intentions.” 

*** 

There’s more. Once inside the Death 
Star, a splinter group breaks off from those 
about to lock themselves down. They rush 
down long hallways, somehow avoiding 
the myriad troopers. They bum a couple 
of transporters, and use chemicals to etch 
“Galaxy Liberation Front” on the walls of 
the Death Star. This group miraculously 
escapes back to the planet about to be 
destroyed, where they’re held by the 
peaceful protesters so they can be imme¬ 
diately and rightly turned over to troop¬ 
ers. That same writer comments in the mar¬ 
gin, “Not only is it vital, once again, that 
the right message be sent to audience 
members by showing these rebels being 
put in a position to take responsibility for 
their actions, but it would also be terribly 
unrealistic to expect these peaceful rebels 
to put up with these actions that would 
simply give Darth Vader the excuse he 
needs to blow up the planet. The disre¬ 
spectful hooligans must be turned over to 
the Empire promptly and without ques¬ 
tion.” 

Near the end of the movie another 
debate is held among the rebels. (One prob¬ 
lem I had with this environmentalist 
screenplay was that there was a bit too 
much debate, and not quite enough ac¬ 
tion. ) As the Death Star looms directly 
overhead, some few of the rebels advo¬ 
cate picking up weapons to fight back. 
These rebels are generally shouted down 
by pacifist rebels, who argue that attack¬ 
ing those who run the Death Star is “just 
another example of the Empire’s harmful 
philosophy coming in by the back door.” 
They state that the rebels who want to fight 
back are simply being co-opted by the 
need to control things. If we want to 
change Darth Vader, they say, we must all 
first become the change. To change Darth 
Vader’s heart, we must first change our 
own. We must above all else have com- 
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passion for Darth Vader, and remember that 
he, too, was once a child. One writer put 
in the margins: “Excellent! This will be 
sure to moisten the cheeks of sensitive 
people everywhere!” He did not mention 
whether or not these tears would be of frus- 
tration. Finally Leia, Luke, Han, 
Chewbacca, and a couple of robots show 
up and tell these others they’ve found a 
way to blow up the whole Death Star. The 
rest of the rebels-even those who’d previ¬ 
ously been in favor of surgical strikes 
aimed at “removing” Darth Vader-are hor¬ 
rified. They remind the unruly three that 
the Death Star has a crew of 265,675, plus 
52,276 gunners, 607,360 troops, 25,984 
stormtroopers, 42,782 ship support staff, 
and 167,216 pilots and support crew. 
Each of these people on the Death Star 
has a family. Do you want to make their 
children orphans? The pacifists them¬ 
selves begin to cry. (That same screen¬ 
writer comments: “If that doesn’t yank the 
tears out of audience members’ tiny ducts, 
I don’t know what will!”) They say, voices 
firm behind the sobs, “You cannot blow 
up the Death Star. What about the jani¬ 
tors? [“Strike that,” another writes, “Cus¬ 
todial engineers.”] What about the cooks? 
What about the people who work the shop¬ 
ping malls? What about those who joined 
the empire’s armed services just so they 
could go to college? You-Leia, Han, Luke, 
and Chewbacca-are heartless and cruel.” 

In the exciting final scene of the en¬ 
vironmentalist version, a scuffle breaks 
out between Leia, Luke, Han, and 
Chewbacca on one side, and the pacifists 
on the other. At last the pacifists chase 
those four from the room, and from the 
film. They’re never seen again, which isn’t 
really important since in this version 
they’re minor characters anyway. The 
Death Star looms closer and closer. Audi¬ 
ence members chew their fingernails as 
they wait to see whether the letters and 
petitions and lawsuits will work their 
magic. Viewers see lasers inside the Death 
Star warming up to destroy the planet. The 
lasers glow a hellish red. The camera 


In the exciting final scene of 
the environmentalist version, 
a scuffle breaks out between 
Leia, Luke, Han, and 
Chewbacca on one side, and 
the pacifists on the other. At 
last the pacifists chase those 
four from the room, and from 
the film. 


switches to cover the endangered planet. 
Suddenly a cheer will rise up from the au¬ 
dience as they see a small bright speck 
emerge from the planet’s surface and speed 
into space. “Yes!” they will roar, as they 
learn that all of the intrepid environmen¬ 


talist protesters were able to get off the 
planet moments before it got blown up! 

Coda: The final shot of the movie, 
revealing what a complete triumph this 
was for the rebels, will be a still showing 
an article on the lower-left of page forty- 
three of the New Empire Times devoting 
a full three sentences to the destruction of 
the planet. The protesters got some press! 
— Derrick Jensen 


“The Lost Star Wars Script” was ex¬ 
cerpted from Derrick Jensen’s new book 
Endgame available at Seven Stories 
Press (www.sevenstories.com). Visit 
www.endgamethebook.org for more 
info. 


derrick jensen 

endgame 

ENDGAME embodies Jensen’s finest work to date 

... it simply MUST be read. -Ward Churchill 


The only measure by which we’ll be judged by 
those who come after is the hea lth of the land base. 

This culture is killing the planet. 

We need to Stop it. -Derrick Jensen 
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Art, T ruth, 
and Politics 


By Harold Pinter 


World-renowned playwright Harold 
Pinter won the Nobel Prize for Lit¬ 
erature in 2005. His acceptance 
speech was pre-recorded and 
shown on video December 7, 2005, 
in Borssalen at the Swedish Acad¬ 
emy in Stockholm. Pinter’s speech 
was very critical of the United States, 
its Iraq policy, and the war on terror. 

A video recording of the speech is 
available at: 

http://nobelprize.org/literature/ 

laureates/2005/pinter- 

lecture.html 

Reprinted with permission 
© THE NOBEL FOUNDATION 2005 


I n 19581 wrote the following: 

“There are no hard distinctions between what is real 
and what is unreal, nor between what is true and what is 
false. A thing is not necessarily either true or false; it can 
be both true and false.” 

I believe that these assertions still make sense and do still 
apply to the exploration of reality through art. So as a writer I 
stand by them but as a citizen I cannot. As a citizen I must ask: 
What is true? What is false? 

Truth in drama is forever elusive. You never quite find it but 
the search for it is compulsive. The search is clearly what drives 
the endeavour. The search is your task. More often than not you 
stumble upon the truth in the dark, colliding with it or just glimpsing 
an image or a shape which seems to correspond to the truth, often 
without realising that you have done so. But the real truth is that 
there never is any such thing as one truth to be found in dramatic 
art. There are many. These truths challenge each other, recoil from 
each other, reflect each other, ignore each other, tease each other, 
are blind to each other. Sometimes you feel you have the truth of 
a moment in your hand, then it slips through your fingers and is 
lost. 
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I have often been asked how my plays come about. I cannot 
say. Nor can I ever sum up my plays, except to say that this is 
what happened. That is what they said. That is what they did. 

Most of the plays are engendered by a line, a word or an 
image. The given word is often shortly followed by the image. I 
shall give two examples of two lines which came right out of the 
blue into my head, followed by an image, followed by me. 

The plays are The Homecoming and Old Times. The first 
line of The Homecoming is “What have you done with the 
scissors?” The first line of Old Times is “Dark.” 

In each case I had no further information. 

In the first case someone was obviously looking for a pair of 
scissors and was demanding their whereabouts of someone else 
he suspected had probably stolen them. But I somehow knew 
that the person addressed didn’t give a damn about the scissors 
or about the questioner either, for that matter. 

“Dark” I took to be a description of someone’s hair, the hair 
of a woman, and was the answer to a question. In each case I 
found myself compelled to pursue the matter. This happened 
visually, a very slow fade, through shadow into light. 

I always start a play by calling the characters A, B and C. 

In the play that became The Homecoming I saw a man enter 
a stark room and ask his question of a younger man sitting on an 
ugly sofa reading a racing paper. I somehow suspected that A 
was a father and that B was his son, but I had no proof. This was 
however confirmed a short time later when B (later to become 
Lenny) says to A (later to become Max), “Dad, do you mind if I 
change the subject? I want to ask you something. The dinner we 
had before, what was the name of it? What do you call it? Why 
don’t you buy a dog? You’re a dog cook. Honest. You think 
you’re cooking for a lot of dogs.” So since B calls A “Dad” it 
seemed to me reasonable to assume that they were father and 
son. A was also clearly the cook and his cooking did not seem to 
be held in high regard. Did this mean that there was no mother? I 
didn’t know. But, as I told myself at the time, our beginnings 
never know our ends. 

“Dark.” A large window. Evening sky. A man, A (later to 
become Deeley), and a woman, B (later to become Kate), sitting 
with drinks. “Fat or thin?” the man asks. Who are they talking 
about? But I then see, standing at the window, a woman, C (later 
to become Anna), in another condition of light, her back to them, 
her hair dark. 

It’s a strange moment, the moment of creating characters 
who up to that moment have had no existence. What follows is 
fitful, uncertain, even hallucinatory, although sometimes it can be 
an unstoppable avalanche. The author’s position is an odd one. 
In a sense he is not welcomed by the characters. The characters 
resist him, they are not easy to live with, they are impossible to 
define. You certainly can’t dictate to them. To a certain extent you 
play a never-ending game with them, cat and mouse, blind man’s 
buff, hide and seek. But finally you find that you have people of 
flesh and blood on your hands, people with will and an individual 
sensibility of their own, made out of component parts you are 
unable to change, manipulate or distort. 

So language in art remains a highly ambiguous transaction, 
a quicksand, a trampoline, a frozen pool which might give way 
under you, the author, at any time. 


But as I have said, the search for the truth can never stop. It 
cannot be adjourned, it cannot be postponed. It has to be faced, 
right there, on the spot. 

Political theatre presents an entirely different set of problems. 
Sermonising has to be avoided at all cost. Objectivity is essential. 
The characters must be allowed to breathe their own air. The 
author cannot confine and constrict them to satisfy his own taste 
or disposition or prejudice. He must be prepared to approach 
them from a variety of angles, from a full and uninhibited range of 
perspectives, take them by surprise, perhaps, occasionally, but 
nevertheless give them the freedom to go which way they will. 
This does not always work. And political satire, of course, adheres 
to none of these precepts, in fact does precisely the opposite, 
which is its proper function. 

In my play The Birthday Party I think I allow a whole range 
of options to operate in a dense forest of possibility before finally 
focussing on an act of subjugation. 

Mountain Language pretends to no such range of operation. 
It remains brutal, short and ugly. But the soldiers in the play do 
get some fun out of it. One sometimes forgets that torturers become 
easily bored. They need a bit of a laugh to keep their spirits up. 
This has been confirmed of course by the events at Abu Ghraib in 
Baghdad. Mountain Language lasts only 20 minutes, but it could 
go on for hour after hour, on and on and on, the same pattern 
repeated over and over again, on and on, hour after hour. 

Ashes to Ashes , on the other hand, seems to me to be taking 
place under water. A drowning woman, her hand reaching up 
through the waves, dropping down out of sight, reaching for 
others, but finding nobody there, either above or under the water, 
finding only shadows, reflections, floating; the woman a lost figure 
in a drowning landscape, a woman unable to escape the doom 
that seemed to belong only to others. 

But as they died, she must die too. 

Political language, as used by politicians, does not venture 
into any of this territory since the majority of politicians, on the 
evidence available to us, are interested not in truth but in power 
and in the maintenance of that power. To maintain that power it is 
essential that people remain in ignorance, that they live in 
ignorance of the truth, even the truth of their own lives. What 
surrounds us therefore is a vast tapestry of lies, upon which we 
feed. 

As every single person here knows, the justification for the 
invasion of Iraq was that Saddam Hussein possessed a highly 
dangerous body of weapons of mass destruction, some of which 
could be fired in 45 minutes, bringing about appalling devastation. 
We were assured that was true. It was not true. We were told that 
Iraq had a relationship with A1 Quaeda and shared responsibility 
for the atrocity in New York of September 11th 2001. We were 
assured that this was true. It was not true. We were told that Iraq 
threatened the security of the world. We were assured it was true. 
It was not true. 

The truth is something entirely different. The truth is to do 
with how the United States understands its role in the world and 
how it chooses to embody it. 

But before I come back to the present I would like to look at 
the recent past, by which I mean United States foreign policy 
since the end of the Second World War. I believe it is obligatory 
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upon us to subject this period to at least some kind of even limited 
scrutiny, which is all that time will allow here. 

Everyone knows what happened in the Soviet Union and 
throughout Eastern Europe during the post-war period: the 
systematic brutality, the widespread atrocities, the ruthless 
suppression of independent thought. All this has been fully 
documented and verified. 

But my contention here is that the US crimes in the same 
period have only been superficially recorded, let alone 
documented, let alone acknowledged, let alone recognised as 
crimes at all. I believe this must be addressed and that the truth 
has considerable bearing on where the world stands now. 
Although constrained, to a certain extent, by the existence of the 
Soviet Union, the United States’ actions throughout the world 
made it clear that it had concluded it had carte blanche to do what 
it liked. 

Direct invasion of a sovereign state has never in fact been 
America’s favoured method. In the main, it has preferred what it 
has described as ‘low intensity 
conflict’. Low intensity conflict 
means that thousands of people 
die but slower than if you 
dropped a bomb on them in one 
fell swoop. It means that you 
infect the heart of the country, 
that you establish a malignant 
growth and watch the gangrene 
bloom. When the populace has 
been subdued—or beaten to 
death—the same thing—and 
your own friends, the military and 
the great corporations, sit 
comfortably in power, you go 
before the camera and say that 
democracy has prevailed. This 
was a commonplace in US foreign policy in the years to which I 
refer. 

The tragedy of Nicaragua was a highly significant case. I 
choose to offer it here as a potent example of America’s view of its 
role in the world, both then and now. 

I was present at a meeting at the US embassy in London in 
the late 1980s. 

The United States Congress was about to decide whether 
to give more money to the Contras in their campaign against the 
state of Nicaragua. I was a member of a delegation speaking on 
behalf of Nicaragua but the most important member of this 
delegation was a Father John Metcalf. The leader of the US body 
was Raymond Seitz (then number two to the ambassador, later 
ambassador himself). Father Metcalf said: “Sir, I am in charge of a 
parish in the north of Nicaragua. My parishioners built a school, 
a health centre, a cultural centre. We have lived in peace. A few 
months ago a Contra force attacked the parish. They destroyed 
everything: the school, the health centre, the cultural centre. They 
raped nurses and teachers, slaughtered doctors, in the most brutal 
manner. They behaved like savages. Please demand that the US 
government withdraw its support from this shocking terrorist 
activity.” 


Raymond Seitz had a very good reputation as a rational, 
responsible and highly sophisticated man. He was greatly 
respected in diplomatic circles. He listened, paused and then 
spoke with some gravity. “Father,” he said, “let me tell you 
something. In war, innocent people always suffer.” There was a 
frozen silence. We stared at him. He did not flinch. 

Innocent people, indeed, always suffer. 

Finally somebody said: “But in this case ‘innocent people’ 
were the victims of a gruesome atrocity subsidised by your 
government, one among many. If Congress allows the Contras 
more money further atrocities of this kind will take place. Is this 
not the case? Is your government not therefore guilty of 
supporting acts of murder and destruction upon the citizens of a 
sovereign state?” 

Seitz was imperturbable. “I don’t agree that the facts as 
presented support your assertions,” he said. 

As we were leaving the Embassy a US aide told me that he 
enjoyed my plays. I did not reply. 

I should remind you that 
at the time President Reagan 
made the following statement: 
“The Contras are the moral 
equivalent of our Founding 
Fathers.” 

The United States 
supported the brutal Somoza 
dictatorship in Nicaragua for 
over 40 years. The Nicaraguan 
people, led by the Sandinistas, 
overthrew this regime in 1979, a 
breathtaking popular revolution. 

The Sandinistas weren’t 
perfect. They possessed their 
fair share of arrogance and their 
political philosophy contained a 
number of contradictory elements. But they were intelligent, 
rational and civilised. They set out to establish a stable, decent, 
pluralistic society. The death penalty was abolished. Hundreds 
of thousands of poverty-stricken peasants were brought back 
from the dead. Over 100,000 families were given title to land. Two 
thousand schools were built. A quite remarkable literacy campaign 
reduced illiteracy in the country to less than one seventh. Free 
education was established and a free health service. Infant 
mortality was reduced by a third. Polio was eradicated. 

The United States denounced these achievements as 
Marxist/Leninist subversion. In the view of the US government, a 
dangerous example was being set. If Nicaragua was allowed to 
establish basic norms of social and economic justice, if it was 
allowed to raise the standards of health care and education and 
achieve social unity and national self respect, neighbouring 
countries would ask the same questions and do the same things. 
There was of course at the time fierce resistance to the status quo 
in El Salvador. 

I spoke earlier about “a tapestry of lies” which surrounds 
us. President Reagan commonly described Nicaragua as a 
“totalitarian dungeon.” This was taken generally by the media, 
and certainly by the British government, as accurate and fair 
comment. But there was in fact no record of death squads under 


Political language, as used by politicians, 
does not venture into any of this territory 
since the majority of politicians, on the 
evidence available to us, are interested 
not in truth but in power and in the 
maintenance of that power. To maintain 
that power it is essential that people 
remain in ignorance, that they live in 
ignorance of the truth, even the truth of 
their own lives. 
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The crimes of the United States have 
been systematic, constant, vicious, 
remorseless, but very few people 
have actually talked about them. You 
have to hand it to America. It has 
exercised a quite clinical 
manipulation of power worldwide 
while masquerading as a force for 
universal good. It’s a brilliant, even 
witty, highly successful act of 
hypnosis. 

the Sandinista government. There was no record of torture. There 
was no record of systematic or official military brutality. No priests 
were ever murdered in Nicaragua. There were in fact three priests 
in the government, two Jesuits and a Maryknoll missionary. The 
totalitarian dungeons were actually next door, in El Salvador and 
Guatemala. The United States had brought down the 
democratically elected government of Guatemala in 1954 and it is 
estimated that over 200,000 people had been victims of successive 
military dictatorships. 

Six of the most distinguished Jesuits in the world were 
viciously murdered at the Central American University in San 
Salvador in 1989 by a battalion of the Alcatl regiment trained at 
Fort Benning, Georgia, USA. That extremely brave man Archbishop 
Romero was assassinated while saying mass. It is estimated that 
75,000 people died. Why were they killed? They were killed 
because they believed a better life was possible and should be 
achieved. That belief immediately qualified them as communists. 
They died because they dared to question the status quo, the 
endless plateau of poverty, disease, degradation and oppression, 
which had been their birthright. 

The United States finally brought down the Sandinista 
government. It took some years and considerable resistance but 
relentless economic persecution and 30,000 dead finally 
undermined the spirit of the Nicaraguan people. They were 
exhausted and poverty stricken once again. The casinos moved 
back into the country. Free health and free education were over. 
Big business returned with a vengeance. “Democracy” had 
prevailed. 

But this “policy” was by no means restricted to Central 
America. It was conducted throughout the world. It was never- 
ending. And it is as if it never happened. 

The United States supported and in many cases engendered 
every right wing military dictatorship in the world after the end of 
the Second World War. I refer to Indonesia, Greece, Uruguay, 
Brazil, Paraguay, Haiti, Turkey, the Philippines, Guatemala, El 
Salvador, and, of course, Chile. The horror the United States 
inflicted upon Chile in 1973 can never be purged and can never be 
forgiven. 


Hundreds of thousands of deaths took place throughout 
these countries. Did they take place? And are they in all cases 
attributable to US foreign policy? The answer is yes they did take 
place and they are attributable to American foreign policy. But 
you wouldn’t know it. 

It never happened. Nothing ever happened. Even while it 
was happening it wasn’t happening. It didn’t matter. It was of no 
interest. The crimes of the United States have been systematic, 
constant, vicious, remorseless, but very few people have actually 
talked about them. You have to hand it to America. It has exercised 
a quite clinical manipulation of power worldwide while 
masquerading as a force for universal good. It’s a brilliant, even 
witty, highly successful act of hypnosis. 

I put to you that the United States is without doubt the 
greatest show on the road. Brutal, indifferent, scornful and 
ruthless it may be but it is also very clever. As a salesman it is out 
on its own and its most saleable commodity is self love. It’s a 
winner. Listen to all American presidents on television say the 
words, “the American people”, as in the sentence, “I say to the 
American people it is time to pray and to defend the rights of the 
American people and I ask the American people to trust their 
president in the action he is about to take on behalf of the American 
people.” 

It’s a scintillating stratagem. Language is actually employed 
to keep thought at bay. The words “the American people” provide 
a truly voluptuous cushion of reassurance. You don’t need to 
think. Just lie back on the cushion. The cushion may be 
suffocating your intelligence and your critical faculties but it’s 
very comfortable. This does not apply of course to the 40 million 
people living below the poverty line and the 2 million men and 
women imprisoned in the vast gulag of prisons, which extends 
across the US. 

The United States no longer bothers about low intensity 
conflict. It no longer sees any point in being reticent or even 
devious. It puts its cards on the table without fear or favour. It 
quite simply doesn’t give a damn about the United Nations, 
international law or critical dissent, which it regards as impotent 
and irrelevant. It also has its own bleating little lamb tagging 
behind it on a lead, the pathetic and supine Great Britain. 

What has happened to our moral sensibility? Did we ever 
have any? What do these words mean? Do they refer to a term 
very rarely employed these days—conscience? A conscience to 
do not only with our own acts but to do with our shared 
responsibility in the acts of others? Is all this dead? Look at 
Guantanamo Bay. Hundreds of people detained without charge 
for over three years, with no legal representation or due process, 
technically detained forever. This totally illegitimate structure is 
maintained in defiance of the Geneva Convention. It is not only 
tolerated but hardly thought about by what’s called the 
“international community.” This criminal outrage is being 
committed by a country, which declares itself to be “the leader of 
the free world.”Do we think about the inhabitants of Guantanamo 
Bay? What does the media say about them? They pop up 
occasionally—a small item on page six. They have been consigned 
to a no man’s land from which indeed they may never return. At 
present many are on hunger strike, being force-fed, including 
British residents. No niceties in these force-feeding procedures. 
No sedative or anaesthetic. Just a tube stuck up your nose and 
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into your throat. You vomit blood. This is torture. What has the 
British Foreign Secretary said about this? Nothing. What has the 
British Prime Minister said about this? Nothing. Why not? Because 
the United States has said: to criticise our conduct in Guantanamo 
Bay constitutes an unfriendly act. You’re either with us or against 
us. So Blair shuts up. 

The invasion of Iraq was a bandit act, an act of blatant state 
terrorism, demonstrating absolute contempt for the concept of 
international law. The invasion was an arbitrary military action 
inspired by a series of lies upon lies and gross manipulation of 
the media and therefore of the public; an act intended to 
consolidate American military and economic control of the Middle 
East masquerading—as a last resort—all other justifications 
having failed to justify themselves—as liberation. A formidable 
assertion of military force responsible for the death and mutilation 
of thousands and thousands of innocent people. 

We have brought torture, cluster bombs, depleted uranium, 
innumerable acts of random murder, misery, degradation and death 
to the Iraqi people and call it “bringing freedom and democracy to 
the Middle East.” 

How many people do you have to kill before you qualify to 
be described as a mass murderer and a war criminal? One hundred 
thousand? More than enough, I would have thought. Therefore 
it is just that Bush and Blair be arraigned before the International 
Criminal Court of Justice. But Bush has been clever. He has not 
ratified the International Criminal Court of Justice. Therefore if 
any American soldier or for that matter politician finds himself in 
the dock Bush has warned that he will send in the marines. But 
Tony Blair has ratified the Court and is therefore available for 
prosecution. We can let the Court have his address if they’re 
interested. It is Number 10, Downing Street, London. 

Death in this context is irrelevant. Both Bush and Blair place 
death well away on the back burner. At least 100,000 Iraqis were 
killed by American bombs and missiles before the Iraq insurgency 
began. These people are of no moment. Their deaths don’t exist. 
They are blank. They are not even recorded as being dead. “We 
don’t do body counts,” said the American general Tommy Franks. 

Early in the invasion there was a photograph published on 
the front page of British newspapers of Tony Blair kissing the 
cheek of a little Iraqi boy. “A grateful child,” said the caption. A 
few days later there was a story and photograph, on an inside 
page, of another four-year-old boy with no arms. His family had 
been blown up by a missile. He was the only survivor. “When do 
I get my arms back?” he asked. The story was dropped. Well, 
Tony Blair wasn’t holding him in his arms, nor the body of any 
other mutilated child, nor the body of any bloody corpse. Blood 
is dirty. It dirties your shirt and tie when you’re making a sincere 
speech on television. 

The 2,000 American dead are an embarrassment. They are 
transported to their graves in the dark. Funerals are unobtrusive, 
out of harm’s way. The mutilated rot in their beds, some for the 
rest of their lives. So the dead and the mutilated both rot, in 
different kinds of graves. 

Here is an extract from a poem by Pablo Neruda . “I’m 
Explaining a Few Things”: 

And one morning all that was burning, 

one morning the bonfires 


The invasion of Iraq was a 
bandit act, an act of blatant 
state terrorism, 
demonstrating absolute 
contempt for the concept of 
international law. 

leapt out of the earth 
devouring human beings 
and from then on fire, 
gunpowder from then on, 
and from then on blood. 

Bandits with planes and Moors, 

bandits with finger-rings and duchesses, 

bandits with black friars spattering blessings 

came through the sky to kill children 

and the blood of children ran through the streets 

without fuss, like children’s blood. 

Jackals that the jackals would despise 

stones that the dry thistle would bite on and spit out, 

vipers that the vipers would abominate. 

Face to face with you I have seen the blood 
of Spain tower like a tide 
to drown you in one wave 
of pride and knives. 

Treacherous 

generals: 

see my dead house, 

look at broken Spain: 

from every house burning metal flows 

instead of flowers 

from every socket of Spain (continued on page 46) 
(Art, Truth & continued from page 35) 

Spain emerges 

and from every dead child a rifle with eyes 
and from every crime bullets are bom 
which will one day find 
the bull’s eye of your hearts. 

And you will ask: why doesn’t his poetry 

speak of dreams and leaves 

and the great volcanoes of his native land. 

Come and see the blood in the streets. 

Come and see 

the blood in the streets. 

Come and see the blood 
in the streets!* * 

(continued on page 45) 
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The Bogus War 
on Terror 


By Noam Chomsky 


In The Bogus War on Terror” 
Professor Noam Chomsky 
analyzes the current “war on 
terror” and dissects the 
propaganda behind it. This is a 
transcript of a speech given at 
the Annual Amnesty International 
Lecture, hosted by Trinity 
College Dublin, in January 2006. 

An audio version of this speech 
is available at: 

http://www.newstalk106. i el 
noam-chomskys.html 

Reprinted with permission 
Copyright 2006 


“Terror” is a term that rightly arouses strong emotions and deep con¬ 
cerns. The primary concern should, naturally, be to take measures to 
alleviate the threat, which has been severe in the past, and will be even 
more so in the future. To proceed in a serious way, we have to establish 
some guidelines. Here are a few simple ones: 

(1) F acts matter, even if we do not like them. 

(2) Elementary moral principles matter, even if they have consequences 
that we would prefer not to face. 

(3) Relative clarity matters. It is pointless to seek a truly precise defini¬ 
tion of “terror,” or of any other concept outside of the hard sciences 
and mathematics, often even there. But we should seek enough clarity 
at least to distinguish terror from two notions that lie uneasily at its bor¬ 
ders: aggression and legitimate resistance. 
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If we accept these guidelines, there are quite constructive 
ways to deal with the problems of terrorism, which are quite 
severe. It’s commonly claimed that critics of ongoing policies 
do not present solutions. Check the record, and I think you will 
find that there is an accurate translation for that charge: “They 
present solutions, but I don’t like them.” 

Suppose, then, that we accept these simple guidelines. Let’s 
turn to the “War on Terror.” Since facts matter, it matters that the 
War was not declared by George W. Bush on 9/11, but by the 
Reagan administration 20 years earlier. They came into office 
declaring that their foreign policy would confront what the Presi¬ 
dent called “the evil scourge of terrorism,” a plague spread by 
“depraved opponents of civilization itself’ in “a return to bar¬ 
barism in the modem age” (Secretary of State George Shultz). 
The campaign was directed to a particularly virulent form of the 
plague: state-directed international terrorism. The main focus 
was Central America and the Middle East, but it reached to south¬ 
ern Africa and Southeast Asia and beyond. 

A second fact is that the war was declared and implemented 
by pretty much the same people who are conducting the re-de¬ 
clared war on terrorism. The civil¬ 
ian component of the re-declared 
War on Terror is led by John 
Negroponte, appointed last year to 
supervise all counterterror opera¬ 
tions. As Ambassador in Honduras, 
he was the hands-on director of the 
major operation of the first War on 
Terror, the contra war against Nica¬ 
ragua launched mainly from US 
bases in Honduras. I’ll return to some 
of his tasks. The military component 
of the re-declared War led by Donald 
Rumsfeld. During the first phase of 
the War on Terror, Rumsfeld was 
Reagan’s special representative to 
the Middle East. There, his main 
task was to establish close relations 
with Saddam Hussein so that the US could provide him with 
large-scale aid, including means to develop WMD, continuing 
long after the huge atrocities against the Kurds and the end of 
the war with Iran. The official purpose, not concealed, was 
Washington’s responsibility to aid American exporters and “the 
strikingly unanimous view” of Washington and its allies Britain 
and Saudi Arabia that “whatever the sins of the Iraqi leader, he 
offered the West and the region a better hope for his country’s 
stability than did those who have suffered his repression ”—New 
York Times Middle East correspondent Alan Cowell, describing 
Washington’s judgment as George Bush I authorized Saddam to 
crush the Shi’ite rebellion in 1991, which probably would have 
overthrown the tyrant. 

Saddam is at last on trial for his crimes. The first trial, now 
underway, is for crimes he committed in 1982. 1982 happens to 
be an important year in US-Iraq relations. It was in 1982 that 
Reagan removed Iraq from the list of states supporting terror so 
that aid could flow to his friend in Baghdad. Rumsfeld then 


visited Baghdad to confirm the arrangements. Judging by re¬ 
ports and commentary, it would be impolite to mention any of 
these facts, let alone to suggest that some others might be stand¬ 
ing alongside Saddam before the bar of justice. Removing 
Saddam from the list of states supporting terrorism left a gap. It 
was at once filled by Cuba, perhaps in recognition of the fact 
that the US terrorist wars against Cuba from 1961 had just peaked, 
including events that would be on the front pages right now in 
societies that valued their freedom, to which I’ll briefly return. 
Again, that tells us something about the real elite attitudes to¬ 
wards the plague of the modern age. 

Since the first War on Terror was waged by those now car¬ 
rying out the redeclared war, or their immediate mentors, it fol¬ 
lows that anyone seriously interested in the re-declared War on 
Terror should ask at once how it was carried out in the 1980s. 
The topic, however, is under a virtual ban. That becomes under¬ 
standable as soon as we investigate the facts: the first War on 
Terror quickly became a murderous and brutal terrorist war, in 
every comer of the world where it reached, leaving traumatized 
societies that may never recover. What happened is hardly ob¬ 
scure, but doctrinally unacceptable, 
therefore protected from inspection. 
Unearthing the record is an enlight¬ 
ening exercise, with enormous im¬ 
plications for the future. 

These are a few of the relevant 
facts, and they definitely do matter. 
Let’s turn to the second of the guide¬ 
lines: elementary moral principles. 
The most elementary is a virtual tru¬ 
ism: decent people apply to them¬ 
selves the same standards that they 
apply to others, if not more stringent 
ones. Adherence to this principle of 
universality would have many use¬ 
ful consequences. For one thing, it 
would save a lot of trees. The prin¬ 
ciple would radically reduce pub¬ 
lished reporting and commentary on social and political affairs. 
It would virtually eliminate the newly fashionable discipline of 
Just War theory. And it would wipe the slate almost clean with 
regard to the War on Terror. The reason is the same in all cases: 
the principle of universality is rejected, for the most part tacitly, 
though sometimes explicitly. Those are very sweeping state¬ 
ments. I purposely put them in a stark form to invite you to 
challenge them, and I hope you do. You will find, I think, that 
although the statements are somewhat overdrawn—purposely— 
they nevertheless are uncomfortably close to accurate, and in 
fact very fully documented. But try for yourselves and see. 

This most elementary of moral truisms is sometimes up¬ 
held at least in words. One example, of critical importance to¬ 
day, is the Nuremberg Tribunal. In sentencing Nazi war crimi¬ 
nals to death, Justice Robert Jackson, Chief of Counsel for the 
United States, spoke eloquently, and memorably, on the prin¬ 
ciple of universality. “If certain acts of violation of treaties are 
crimes,” he said, “they are crimes whether the United States does 
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them or whether Germany does them, and we are not prepared to 
lay down a rule of criminal conduct against others which we 
would not be willing to have invoked against us....We must 
never forget that the record on which we judge these defendants 
is the record on which history will judge us tomorrow. To pass 
these defendants a poisoned chalice is to put it to our own lips 
as well.” 

That is a clear and honorable statement of the principle of 
universality. But the judgment at Nuremberg itself crucially 
violated this principle. The Tribunal had to define “war crime” 
and “crimes against humanity.” It crafted these definitions very 
carefully so that crimes are criminal only if they were not com¬ 
mitted by the allies. Urban bombing of civilian concentrations 
was excluded, because the allies carried it out more barbarically 
than the Nazis. And Nazi war criminals, like Admiral Doenitz, 
were able to plead successfully that their British and US coun¬ 
terparts had carried out the same practices. The reasoning was 
outlined by Telford Taylor, a distinguished international law¬ 
yer who was Jackson’s Chief Counsel for War Crimes. He ex¬ 
plained that “to punish the foe—especially the vanquished 
foe—for conduct in which the enforcing nation has engaged, 
would be so grossly inequitable as 
to discredit the laws themselves.” 

That is correct, but the operative 
definition of “crime” also discred¬ 
its the laws themselves. Subsequent 
Tribunals are discredited by the 
same moral flaw, but the self-ex¬ 
emption of the powerful from in¬ 
ternational law and elementary 
moral principle goes far beyond 
this illustration, and reaches to just 
about every aspect of the two 
phases of the War on Terror. 

Let’s turn to the third back¬ 
ground issue: defining “terror” and 
distinguishing it from aggression 
and legitimate resistance. I have 
been writing about terror for 25 
years, ever since the Reagan administration declared its War on 
Terror. I’ve been using definitions that seem to be doubly ap¬ 
propriate: first, they make sense; and second, they are the offi¬ 
cial definitions of those waging the war. To take one of these 
official definitions, terrorism is “the calculated use of violence 
or threat of violence to attain goals that are political, religious, 
or ideological in nature...through intimidation, coercion, or in¬ 
stilling fear,” typically targeting civilians. The British 
government’s definition is about the same: “Terrorism is the 
use, or threat, of action which is violent, damaging or disrupt¬ 
ing, and is intended to influence the government or intimidate 
the public and is for the purpose of advancing a political, reli¬ 
gious, or ideological cause.” These definitions seem fairly clear 
and close to ordinary usage. There also seems to be general 
agreement that they are appropriate when discussing the terror¬ 
ism of enemies. 


But a problem at once arises. These definitions yield an 
entirely unacceptable consequence: it follows that the US is a 
leading terrorist state, dramatically so during the Reaganite war 
on terror. Merely to take the most uncontroversial case, Reagan’s 
state-directed terrorist war against Nicaragua was condemned by 
the World Court, backed by two Security Council resolutions 
(vetoed by the US, with Britain politely abstaining). Another 
completely clear case is Cuba, where the record by now is volu¬ 
minous, and not controversial. And there is a long list beyond 
them. 

We may ask, however, whether such crimes as the state- 
directed attack against Nicaragua are really terrorism, or whether 
they rise to the level of the much higher crime of aggression. The 
concept of aggression was defined clearly enough by Justice 
Jackson at Nuremberg in terms that were basically reiterated in 
an authoritative General Assembly resolution. An “aggressor,” 
Jackson proposed to the Tribunal, is a state that is the first to 
commit such actions as “Invasion of its armed forces, with or 
without a declaration of war, of the territory of another State,” or 
“Provision of support to armed bands formed in the territory of 
another State, or refusal, notwithstanding the request of the in¬ 
vaded State, to take in its own terri¬ 
tory, all the measures in its power to 
deprive those bands of all assistance 
or protection.” The first provision 
unambiguously applies to the US-UK 
invasion of Iraq. The second, just as 
clearly, applies to the US war against 
Nicaragua. However, we might give 
the current incumbents in Washing¬ 
ton and their mentors the benefit of 
the doubt, considering them guilty 
only of the lesser crime of interna¬ 
tional terrorism, on a huge and un¬ 
precedented scale. 

It may also be recalled the ag¬ 
gression was defined at Nuremberg 
as “the supreme international crime 
differing only from other war crimes 
in that it contains within itself the accumulated evil of the 
whole”—all the evil in the tortured land of Iraq that flowed from 
the US-UK invasion, for example, and in Nicaragua too, if the 
charge is not reduced to international terrorism. And in Lebanon, 
and all too many other victims who are easily dismissed on 
grounds of wrong agency—right to the present. A week ago (Janu¬ 
ary 13), a CIA predator drone attacked a village in Pakistan, 
murdering dozens of civilians, entire families, who just happened 
to live in a suspected al-Qaeda hideout. Such routine actions 
elicit little notice, a legacy of the poisoning of the moral culture 
by centuries of imperial thuggery. 

The World Court did not take up the charge of aggression 
in the Nicaragua case. The reasons are instructive, and of quite 
considerable contemporary relevance. Nicaragua’s case was pre¬ 
sented by the distinguished Harvard University law professor 
Abram Chayes, former legal adviser to the State Department. The 
Court rejected a large part of his case on the grounds that in 
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The Reaganites reacted by 
escalating the war, also offi¬ 
cially endorsing attacks by 
their terrorist forces against 
“soft targets,” undefended ci¬ 
vilian targets. The terrorist 
war left the country in ruins, 
with a death toll equivalent to 
2.25 million in US per capita 
terms, more than the total of 
all wartime casualties in US 
history combined. 

accepting World Court jurisdiction in 1946, the US had entered 
a reservation excluding itself from prosecution under multilat¬ 
eral treaties, including the UN Charter. The Court therefore re¬ 
stricted its deliberations to customary international law and a 
bilateral US-Nicaragua treaty, so that the more serious charges 
were excluded. Even on these very narrow grounds, the Court 
charged Washington with “unlawful use of force”—in lay lan¬ 
guage, international terrorism—and ordered it to terminate the 
crimes and pay substantial reparations. The Reaganites reacted 
by escalating the war, also officially endorsing attacks by their 
terrorist forces against “soft targets,” undefended civilian tar¬ 
gets. The terrorist war left the country in ruins, with a death toll 
equivalent to 2.25 million in US per capita terms, more than the 
total of all wartime casualties in US history combined. After the 
shattered country fell back under US control, it declined to fur¬ 
ther misery. It is now the second poorest country in Latin America 
after Haiti—and by accident, also second after Haiti in intensity 
of US intervention in the past century. The standard way to la¬ 
ment these tragedies is to say that Haiti and Nicaragua are “bat¬ 
tered by storms of their own making,” to quote the Boston Globe, 
at the liberal extreme of American journalism. Guatemala ranks 
third both in misery and intervention, more storms of their own 
making. 

In the Western canon, none of this exists. All is excluded 
not only from general history and commentary, but also quite 
tellingly from the huge literature on the War on Terror re-de- 
clared in 2001, though its relevance can hardly be in doubt. 

These considerations have to do with the boundary be¬ 
tween terror and aggression. What about the boundary between 
terror and resistance? One question that arises is the legitimacy 
of actions to realize “the right to self-determination, freedom, 


and independence, as derived from the Charter of the United 
Nations, of people forcibly deprived of that right..., particularly 
peoples under colonial and racist regimes and foreign occupa¬ 
tion...” Do such actions fall under terror or resistance? The quoted 
word are from the most forceful denunciation of the crime of 
terrorism by the UN General Assembly; in December 1987, taken 
up under Reaganite pressure. Hence it is obviously an important 
resolution, even more so because of the near-unanimity of sup¬ 
port for it. The resolution passed 153-2 (Honduras alone abstain¬ 
ing). It stated that “nothing in the present resolution could in 
any way prejudice the right to self-determination, freedom, and 
independence,” as characterized in the quoted words. 

The two countries that voted against the resolution ex¬ 
plained their reasons at the UN session. They were based on the 
paragraph just quoted. The phrase “colonial and racist regimes” 
was understood to refer to their ally apartheid South Africa, then 
consummating its massacres in the neighboring countries and 
continuing its brutal repression within. Evidently, the US and 
Israel could not condone resistance to the apartheid regime, par¬ 
ticularly when it was led by Nelson Mandela’s ANC, one of the 
world’s “more notorious terrorist groups,” as Washington deter¬ 
mined at the same time. Granting legitimacy to resistance against 
“foreign occupation” was also unacceptable. The phrase was 
understood to refer to Israel’s US-backed military occupation, 
then in its 20th year. Evidently, resistance to that occupation 
could not be condoned either, even though at the time of the 
resolution it scarcely existed: despite extensive torture, degra¬ 
dation, brutality, robbery of land and resources, and other famil¬ 
iar concomitants of military occupation, Palestinians under oc¬ 
cupation still remained “Samidin,” those who quietly endured. 

Technically, there are no vetoes at the General Assembly. 
In the real world, a negative US vote is a veto, in fact a double 
veto: the resolution is not implemented, and is vetoed from re¬ 
porting and history. It should be added that the voting pattern is 
quite common at the General Assembly, and also at the Security 
Council, on a wide range of issues. Ever since the mid-1960s, 
when the world fell pretty much out of control, the US is far in 
the lead in Security Council vetoes, Britain second, with no one 
else even close. It is also of some interest to note that a majority 
of the American public favors abandonment of the veto, and 
following the will of the majority even if Washington disap¬ 
proves, facts virtually unknown in the US, or I suppose else¬ 
where. That suggests another conservative way to deal with some 
of the problems of the world: pay attention to public opinion. 

Terrorism directed or supported by the most powerful states 
continues to the present, often in shocking ways. These facts 
offer one useful suggestion as to how to mitigate the plague 
spread by “depraved opponents of civilization itself’ in “a re¬ 
turn to barbarism in the modem age”: Stop participating in terror 
and supporting it. That would certainly contribute to the pro¬ 
claimed objections. But that suggestion too is off the agenda, for 
the usual reasons. When it is occasionally voiced, the reaction is 
reflexive: a tantrum about how those who make this rather con¬ 
servative proposal are blaming everything on the US. 

Even with careful sanitization of discussion, dilemmas con¬ 
stantly arise. One just arose very recently, when Luis Posada 


40 


ALTERNATIVE PRESS REVIEW 


FALL 2006 








Carriles entered the US illegally. Even by the narrow operative 
definition of “terror,” he is clearly one of the most notorious 
international terrorists, from the 1960s to the present. Venezuela 
requested that he be extradited to face charges for the bombing 
of a Cubana airliner in Venezuela, killing 73 people. The charges 
are admittedly credible, but there is a real difficulty. After Posada 
miraculously escaped from a Venezuelan prison, the liberal Bos¬ 
ton Globe reports, he “was hired by US covert operatives to di¬ 
rect the resupply operation for the Nicaraguan contras from El 
Salvador”—that is, to play a prominent role in terrorist atrocities 
that are incomparably worse than blowing up the Cubana air¬ 
liner. Hence the dilemma. To quote the press: “Extraditing him 
for trial could send a worrisome signal to covert foreign agents 
that they cannot count on unconditional protection from the US 
government, and it could expose the CIA to embarrassing public 
disclosures from a former operative.” Evidently, a difficult prob¬ 
lem. 

The Posada dilemma was, thankfully, resolved by the courts, 
which rejected Venezuela’s appeal for his extradition, in viola¬ 
tion of the US-Venezuela extradition treaty. A day later, the head 
of the FBI, Robert Mueller, urged Europe to speed US demands 
for extradition: “We are always looking to see how we can make 
the extradition process go faster,” he said. “We think we owe it 
to the victims of terrorism to see to it that justice is done effi¬ 
ciently and effectively.” At the Ibero-American Summit shortly 
after, the leaders of Spain and the Latin American countries 
“backed Venezuela’s efforts to have [Posada] extradited from 
the United States to face trial” for the Cubana airliner bombing, 
and again condemned the “blockade” of Cuba by the US, en¬ 
dorsing regular near-unanimous UN resolutions, the most recent 
with a vote of 179-4 (US, Israel, Marshall Islands, Palau). After 
strong protests from the US Embassy, the Summit withdrew the 
call for extradition, but refused to yield on the demand for an 
end to the economic warfare. Posada is therefore free to join his 
colleague Orlando Bosch in Miami. Bosch is implicated in doz¬ 
ens of terrorist crimes, including the Cubana airliner bombing, 
many on US soil. The FBI and Justice Department wanted him 
deported as a threat to national security, but Bush I took care of 
that by granting him a presidential pardon. 

There are other such examples. We might want to bear them 
in mind when we read Bush II’s impassioned pronouncement 
that “the United States makes no distinction between those who 
commit acts of terror and those who support them, because they’re 
equally as guilty of murder,” and “the civilized world must hold 
those regimes to account.” This was proclaimed to great applause 
at the National Endowment for Democracy, a few days after 
Venezuela’s extradition request had been refused. Bush’s remarks 
pose another dilemma. Either the US is part of the civilized world, 
and must send the US air force to bomb Washington; or it de¬ 
clares itself to be outside the civilized world. The logic is impec¬ 
cable, but fortunately, logic has been dispatched as deep into 
the memory hole as moral truisms. 

The Bush doctrine that “those who harbor terrorists are as 
guilty as the terrorists themselves” was promulgated when the 
Taliban asked for evidence before handing over people the US 
suspected of terrorism—without credible evidence, as the FBI 


Negroponte had the task of ensur¬ 
ing that the international terrorist 
operations, which reached remark¬ 
able levels of savagery, would pro¬ 
ceed efficiently. His responsibilities 
in managing the war on the scene 
took a new turn after official fund¬ 
ing was barred in 1983, and he had 
to implement White House orders to 
bribe and pressure senior Honduran 
Generals to step up their support for 
the terrorist war using funds from 
other sources, later funds illegally 
transferred from US arms sales to 
Iran. 


conceded many months later. The doctrine is taken very seri¬ 
ously. Harvard international relations specialist Graham Allison 
writes that it has “already become a de facto rule of international 
relations,” revoking “the sovereignty of states that provide sanc¬ 
tuary to terrorists.” Some states, that is, thanks to the rejection of 
the principle of universality. 

One might also have thought that a dilemma would have 
arisen when John Negroponte was appointed to the position of 
head of counter-terrorism. As Ambassador to Honduras in the 
1980s, he was running the world’s largest CIA station, not be¬ 
cause of the grand role of Honduras in world affairs, but because 
Honduras was the primary US base for the international terrorist 
war for which Washington was condemned by the ICJ and Secu¬ 
rity Council (absent the veto). Known in Honduras as “the Pro- 
consul,” Negroponte had the task of ensuring that the interna¬ 
tional terrorist operations, which reached remarkable levels of 
savagery, would proceed efficiently. His responsibilities in man¬ 
aging the war on the scene took a new turn after official funding 
was barred in 1983, and he had to implement White House or¬ 
ders to bribe and pressure senior Honduran Generals to step up 
their support for the terrorist war using funds from other sources, 
later funds illegally transferred from US arms sales to Iran. The 
most vicious of the Honduran killers and torturers was General 
Alvarez Martinez, the chief of the Honduran armed forces at the 
time, who had informed the US that “he intended to use the 
Argentine method of eliminating suspected subversives.” 
Negroponte regularly denied gruesome state crimes in Honduras 
to ensure that military aid would continue to flow for intema- 
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tional terrorism. Knowing all about Alvarez, the Reagan admin¬ 
istration awarded him the Legion of Merit medal for “encourag¬ 
ing the success of democratic processes in Honduras.” The elite 
unit responsible for the worst crimes in Honduras was Battalion 
3-16, organized and trained by Washington and its Argentine 
neo-Nazi associates. Honduran military officers in charge of the 
Battalion were on the CIA payroll. When the government of 
Honduras finally tried to deal with these crimes and bring the 
perpetrators to justice, the Reagan-Bush administration refused 
to allow Negroponte to testify, as the courts requested. 

There was virtually no reaction to the appointment of a 
leading international terrorist to the top counter-terrorism posi¬ 
tion in the world. Nor to the fact that at the very same time, the 
heroine of the popular struggle that overthrew the vicious Somoza 
regime in Nicaragua, Dora Maria Tellez, was denied a visa to 
teach at the Harvard Divinity School, as a terrorist. Her crime was 
to have helped overthrow a US-backed tyrant and mass mur¬ 
derer. Orwell would not have known whether to laugh or weep. 

So far I have been keeping to the kinds of topics that would 
be addressed in a discussion of the War on Terror that is not 
deformed to accord with the iron laws of doctrine. And this barely 
scratches the surface. But let us now adopt prevailing Western 
hypocrisy and cynicism, and keep to the operative definition of 
“terror.” It is the same as the official definitions, but with the 
Nuremberg exception: admissible terror is your terror; ours is 
exempt. 

Even with this constraint, terror is a major problem, un¬ 
doubtedly. And to mitigate or terminate the threat should be a 
high priority. Regrettably, it is not. That is all too easy to dem¬ 
onstrate, and the consequences are likely to be severe. 

The invasion of Iraq is perhaps the most glaring example of 
the low priority assigned by US-UK leaders to the threat of terror. 
Washington planners had been advised, even by their own intel¬ 
ligence agencies, that the invasion was likely to increase the risk 
of terror. And it did, as their own intelligence agencies confirm. 
The National Intelligence Council reported a year ago that “Iraq 
and other possible conflicts in the future could provide recruit¬ 
ment, training grounds, technical skills and language proficiency 
for a new class of terrorists who are "professionalized’ and for 
whom political violence becomes an end in itself,” spreading 
elsewhere to defend Muslim lands from attack by “infidel invad¬ 
ers” in a globalized network of “diffuse Islamic extremist groups,” 
with Iraq now replacing the Afghan training grounds for this 
more extensive network, as a result of the invasion. A high-level 
government review of the “war on terror” two years after the 
invasion "focused on how to deal with the rise of a new genera¬ 
tion of terrorists, schooled in Iraq over the past couple years. Top 
government officials are increasingly turning their attention to 
anticipate what one called “the bleed out” of hundreds or thou¬ 
sands of Iraq-trained jihadists back to their home countries 
throughout the Middle East and Western Europe. “It’s a new 
piece of a new equation,” a former senior Bush administration 
official said. “If you don’t know who they are in Iraq, how are 
you going to locate them in Istanbul or London?”’ (Washington 
Post) 


Last May the CIA reported that “Iraq has become a magnet 
for Islamic militants similar to Soviet-occupied Afghanistan two 
decades ago and Bosnia in the 1990s,” according to US officials 
quoted in the New York Times. The CIA concluded that “Iraq 
may prove to be an even more effective training ground for Is¬ 
lamic extremists than Afghanistan was in A1 Qaeda’s early days, 
because it is serving as a real-world laboratory for urban com¬ 
bat.” Shortly after the London bombing last July, Chatham House 
released a study concluding that “there is "no doubt’ that the 
invasion of Iraq has "given a boost to the al-Qaida network’ in 
propaganda, recruitment and fundraising," while providing an 
ideal training area for terrorists”; and that “the UK is at particular 
risk because it is the closest ally of the United States” and is “a 
pillion passenger” of American policy” in Iraq and Afghanistan. 
There is extensive supporting evidence to show that—as antici¬ 
pated—the invasion increased the risk of terror and nuclear pro¬ 
liferation. None of this shows that planners prefer these conse¬ 
quences, of course. Rather, they are not of much concern in com¬ 
parison with much higher priorities that are obscure only to those 
who prefer what human rights researchers sometimes call “inten¬ 
tional ignorance.” 

Once again we find, very easily, a way to reduce the threat 
of terror: stop acting in ways that—predictably—enhance the 
threat. 

Though enhancement of the threat of terror and prolifera¬ 
tion was anticipated, the invasion did so even in unanticipated 
ways. It is common to say that no WMD were found in Iraq after 
exhaustive search. That is not quite accurate, however. There 
were stores of WMD in Iraq: namely, those produced in the 1980s, 
thanks to aid provided by the US and Britain, along with others. 
These sites had been secured by UN inspectors, who were dis¬ 
mantling the weapons. But the inspectors were dismissed by the 
invaders and the sites were left unguarded. The inspectors never¬ 
theless continued to carry out their work with satellite imagery. 
They discovered sophisticated massive looting of these installa¬ 
tions in over 100 sites, including equipment for producing solid 
and liquid propellant missiles, biotoxins and other materials us¬ 
able for chemical and biological weapons, and high-precision 
equipment capable of making parts for nuclear and chemical 
weapons and missiles. A Jordanian journalist was informed by 
officials in charge of the Jordanian-Iraqi border that after US-UK 
forces took over, radioactive materials were detected in one of 
every eight trucks crossing to Jordan, destination unknown. 

The ironies are almost inexpressible. The official justifica¬ 
tion for the US-UK invasion was to prevent the use of WMD that 
did not exist. The invasion provided the terrorists who had been 
mobilized by the US and its allies with the means to develop 
WMD—namely, equipment they had provided to Saddam, car¬ 
ing nothing about the terrible crimes they later invoked to whip 
up support for the invasion. It is as if Iran were now making 
nuclear weapons using fissionable materials provided by the US 
to Iran under the Shah—which may indeed be happening. Pro¬ 
grams to recover and secure such materials were having consid¬ 
erable success in the ’90s, but like the war on terror, these pro¬ 
grams fell victim to Bush administration priorities as they dedi¬ 
cated their energy and resources to invading Iraq. 
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Elsewhere in the Mideast too terror is regarded as second¬ 
ary to ensuring that the region is under control. Another illustra¬ 
tion is Bush’s imposition of new sanctions on Syria in May 2004, 
implementing the Syria Accountability Act passed by Congress 
a few months earlier. Syria is on the official list of states sponsor¬ 
ing terrorism, despite Washington’s acknowledgment that Syria 
has not been implicated in terrorist acts for many years and has 
been highly cooperative in providing important intelligence to 
Washington on al-Qaeda and other radical Islamist groups. The 
gravity of Washington’s concern over Syria’s links to terror was 
revealed by President Clinton when he offered to remove Syria 
from the list of states sponsoring terror if it agreed to US-Israeli 
peace terms. When Syria insisted on recovering its conquered 
territory, it remained on the list. Implementation of the Syria 
Accountability Act deprived the US of an important source of 
information about radical Islamist ter¬ 
rorism in order to achieve the higher goal 
of establishing in Syria a regime that will 
accept US-Israeli demands. 

Turning to another domain, the 
Treasury Department has a bureau 
(OFAC, Office of Foreign Assets Con¬ 
trol) that is assigned the task of investi¬ 
gating suspicious financial transfers, a 
central component of the “war on ter¬ 
ror.” In April 2004, OFAC informed Con¬ 
gress that of its 120 employees, four were 
assigned to tracking the finances of 
Osama bin Laden and Saddam Hussein, 
while almost two dozen were occupied 
with enforcing the embargo against 
Cuba. From 1990 to 2003 there were 93 
terrorism-related investigations with 
$9000 in fines; and 11,000 Cuba-related 
investigations with $8 million in fines. 

The revelations received the silent treat¬ 
ment in the US media, elsewhere as well 
to my knowledge. 

Why should the Treasury Department devote vastly more 
energy to strangling Cuba than to the “war on terror”? The basic 
reasons were explained in internal documents of the Kennedy- 
Johnson years. State Department planners warned that the “very 
existence” of the Castro regime is “successful defiance” of US 
policies going back 150 years, to the Monroe Doctrine; not Rus¬ 
sians, but intolerable defiance of the master of the hemisphere, 
much like Iran’s crime of successful defiance in 1979, or Syria’s 
rejection of Clinton’s demands. Punishment of the population 
was regarded as fully legitimate, we learn from internal docu¬ 
ments. “The Cuban people [are] responsible for the regime,” the 
Eisenhower State Department decided, so that the US has the 
right to cause them to suffer by economic strangulation, later 
escalated to direct terror by Kennedy. Eisenhower and Kennedy 
agreed that the embargo would hasten Fidel Castro’s departure 
as a result of the “rising discomfort among hungry Cubans.” The 
basic thinking was summarized by State Department official 
Lester Mallory: Castro would be removed “through disenchant¬ 


ment and disaffection based on economic dissatisfaction and 
hardship so every possible means should be undertaken promptly 
to weaken the economic life of Cuba in order to bring about 
hunger, desperation and the overthrow of the government.” When 
Cuba was in dire straits after the collapse of the Soviet Union, 
Washington intensified the punishment of the people of Cuba, 
at the initiative of liberal Democrats. The author of the 1992 
measures to tighten the blockade proclaimed that “my objective 
is to wreak havoc in Cuba” (Representative Robert Torricelli). 
All of this continues until the present moment. 

The Kennedy administration was also deeply concerned 
about the threat of Cuban successful development, which might 
be a model for others. But even apart from these standard con¬ 
cerns, successful defiance in itself is intolerable, ranked far higher 
as a priority than combating terror. These are just further illustra¬ 
tions of principles that are well-estab¬ 
lished, internally rational, clear enough 
to the victims, but scarcely perceptible 
in the intellectual world of the agents. 

If reducing the threat of terror were 
a high priority for Washington or 
London, as it certainly should be, there 
would be ways to proceed—even apart 
from the unmentionable idea of 
withdrawing participation. The first 
step, plainly, is to try to understand its 
roots. With regard to Islamic terror, there 
is a broad consensus among intelligence 
agencies and researchers. They identify 
two categories: the jihadis, who regard 
themselves as a vanguard, and their 
audience, which may reject terror but 
nevertheless regard their cause as just. 
A serious counter-terror campaign 
would therefore begin by considering 
the grievances , and where appropriate, 
addressing them, as should be done with 
or without the threat of terror. There is 
broad agreement among specialists that al-Qaeda-style terror “is 
today less a product of Islamic fundamentalism than of a simple 
strategic goal: to compel the United States and its Western allies 
to withdraw combat forces from the Arabian Peninsula and other 
Muslim countries” (Robert Pape, who has done the major research 
on suicide bombers). Serious analysts have pointed out that bin 
Laden’s words and deeds correlate closely. The jihadis organized 
by the Reagan administration and its allies ended their Afghan- 
based terrorism inside Russia after the Russians withdrew from 
Afghanistan, though they continued it from occupied Muslim 
Chechnya, the scene of horrifying Russian crimes back to the 
19th century. Osama turned against the US in 1991 because he 
took it to be occupying the holiest Arab land; that was later 
acknowledged by the Pentagon as a reason for shifting US bases 
from Saudi Arabia to Iraq. Additionally, he was angered by the 
rejection of his effort to join the attack against Saddam. 

In the most extensive scholarly inquiry into the jihadi 
phenomenon, Fawaz Gerges concludes that after 9/11, “the 
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dominant response to A1 Qaeda in the Muslim world was very 
hostile,” specifically among the jihadis, who regarded it as a 
dangerous extremist fringe. Instead of recognizing that 
opposition to A1 Qaeda offered Washington “the most effective 
way to drive a nail into its coffin” by finding “intelligent means 
to nourish and support the internal forces that were opposed to 
militant ideologies like the bin Laden network,” he writes, the 
Bush administration did exactly what bin Laden hoped it would 
do: resort to violence, particularly in the invasion of Iraq. Al- 
Azhar in Egypt, the oldest institution of religious higher learning 
in the Islamic world, issued a fatwa, which gained strong support, 
advising “all Muslims in the world to make jihad against invading 
American forces” in a war that Bush had declared against Islam. 
A leading religious figure at al-Azhar, who had been “one of the 
first Muslim scholars to condemn A1 Qaeda [and was] often 
criticized by ultraconservative clerics as a pro-Western reformer, 
ruled that efforts to stop the American invasion [of Iraq] are a 
'binding Islamic duty’.” Investigations 
by Israeli and Saudi intelligence, 
supported by US strategic studies 
institutes, conclude that foreign fighters 
in Iraq, some 5-10% of the insurgents, 
were mobilized by the invasion, and had 
no previous record of association with 
terrorist groups. The achievements of 
Bush administration planners in 
inspiring Islamic radicalism and terror, 
and joining Osama in creating a “clash 
of civilizations,” are quite impressive. 

The senior CIA analyst responsible 
for tracking Osama bin Laden from 1996, 

Michael Scheuer, writes that “bin Laden 
has been precise in telling America the 
reasons he is waging war on us. None of 
the reasons have anything to do with our 
freedom, liberty, and democracy, but 
have everything to do with U.S. policies 
and actions in the Muslim world.” 

Osama’s concern “is out to drastically 
alter U.S. and Western policies toward 
the Islamic world,” Scheuer writes: “He 
is a practical warrior, not an apocalyptic terrorist in search of 
Armageddon.” As Osama constantly repeats, “A1 Qaeda supports 
no Islamic insurgency that seeks to conquer new lands.” Preferring 
comforting illusions, Washington ignores “the ideological power, 
lethality, and growth potential of the threat personified by Osama 
bin Laden, as well as the impetus that threat has been given by 
the U.S.-led invasion and occupation of Muslim Iraq, [which is] 
icing on the cake for al Qaeda.” “U.S. forces and policies are 
completing the radicalization of the Islamic world, something 
Osama bin Laden has been trying to do with substantial but 
incomplete success since the early 1990s. As a result, [Scheuer 
adds,] it is fair to conclude that the United States of America 
remains bin Laden’s only indispensable ally.” 

The grievances are very real. A Pentagon advisory Panel 
concluded a year ago that “Muslims do not 'hate our freedom,’ 


but rather they hate our policies,” adding that “when American 
public diplomacy talks about bringing democracy to Islamic 
societies, this is seen as no more than self-serving hypocrisy.” 
The conclusions go back many years. In 1958, President 
Eisenhower puzzled about “the campaign of hatred against us” 
in the Arab world, “not by the governments but by the people,” 
who are “on Nasser’s side,” supporting independent secular 
nationalism. The reasons for the “campaign of hatred” were 
outlined by the National Security Council: “In the eyes of the 
majority of Arabs the United States appears to be opposed to the 
realization of the goals of Arab nationalism. They believe that 
the United States is seeking to protect its interest in Near East oil 
by supporting the status quo and opposing political or economic 
progress.” Furthermore, the perception is understandable: “our 
economic and cultural interests in the area have led not 
unnaturally to close U.S. relations with elements in the Arab 
world whose primary interest lies in the maintenance of relations 
with the West and the status quo in their 
countries,” blocking democracy and 
development. 

Much the same was found by the 
Wall Street Journal when it surveyed the 
opinions of “moneyed Muslims” 
immediately after 9/11: bankers, 
professionals, businessmen, committed 
to official “Western values” and 
embedded in the neoliberal 
globalization project. They too were 
dismayed by Washington’s support for 
harsh authoritarian states and the 
barriers it erects against development 
and democracy by “propping up 
oppressive regimes.” They had new 
grievances, however, beyond those 
reported by the NSC in 1958: 
Washington’s sanctions regime in Iraq 
and support for Israel’s military 
occupation and takeover of the 
territories. There was no survey of the 
great mass of poor and suffering people, 
but it is likely that their sentiments are 
more intense, coupled with bitter resentment of the Western- 
oriented elites and corrupt and brutal rulers backed by Western 
power who ensure that the enormous wealth of the region flows 
to the West, apart from enriching themselves. The Iraq invasion 
only intensified these feelings further, much as anticipated. 

There are ways to deal constructively with the threat of 
terror, though not those preferred by “bin Laden’s indispensable 
ally,” or those who try to avoid the real world by striking heroic 
poses about Islamo-fascism, or who simply claim that no proposals 
are made when there are quite straightforward proposals that 
they do not like. The constructive ways have to begin with an 
honest look in the mirror, never an easy task, always a necessary 
one. 


The senior CIA analyst 
responsible for tracking 
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U.S. policies and actions in 
the Muslim world.” 
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Art, Truth, and Politics (continued from page 35) 

Let me make it quite clear that in quoting from Neruda’s 
poem I am in no way comparing Republican Spain to Saddam 
Hussein’s Iraq. I quote Neruda because nowhere in 
contemporary poetry have I read such a powerful visceral 
description of the bombing of civilians. 

I have said earlier that the United States is now totally 
frank about putting its cards on the table. That is the case. Its 
official declared policy is now defined as “full spectrum 
dominance.” That is not my term, it is theirs. “Full spectrum 
dominance” means control of land, sea, air and space and all 
attendant resources. 

The United States now occupies 702 military installations 
throughout the world in 132 countries, with the honourable 
exception of Sweden, of course. We don’t quite know how 
they got there but they are there all right. 

The United States possesses 8,000 active and operational 
nuclear warheads. Two thousand are on hair trigger alert, ready 
to be launched with 15 minutes warning. It is developing new 
systems of nuclear force, known as bunker busters. The British, 
ever cooperative, are intending to replace their own nuclear 
missile, Trident. Who, I wonder, are they aiming at? Osama 
bin Laden? You? Me? Joe Dokes? China? Paris? Who knows? 
What we do know is that this infantile insanity—the possession 
and threatened use of nuclear weapons—is at the heart of 
present American political philosophy. We must remind 
ourselves that the United States is on a permanent military 
footing and shows no sign of relaxing it. 

Many thousands, if not millions, of people in the United 
States itself are demonstrably sickened, shamed and angered 
by their government’s actions, but as things stand they are not 
a coherent political force—yet. But the anxiety, uncertainty 
and fear which we can see growing daily in the United States is 
unlikely to diminish. 

I know that President Bush has many extremely 
competent speech writers but I would like to volunteer for the 
job myself. I propose the following short address which he can 
make on television to the nation. I see him grave, hair carefully 
combed, serious, winning, sincere, often beguiling, sometimes 
employing a wry smile, curiously attractive, a man’s man. 

“God is good. God is great. God is good. My God is 
good. Bin Laden’s God is bad. His is a bad God. Saddam’s God 
was bad, except he didn’t have one. He was a barbarian. We are 
not barbarians. We don’t chop people’s heads off. We believe 
in freedom. So does God. I am not a barbarian. I am the 
democratically elected leader of a freedom-loving democracy. 
We are a compassionate society. We give compassionate 
electrocution and compassionate lethal injection. We are a 
great nation. I am not a dictator. He is. I am not a barbarian. He 
is. And he is. They all are. I possess moral authority. You see 
this fist? This is my moral authority. And don’t you forget it.” 

A writer’s life is a highly vulnerable, almost naked 
activity. We don’t have to weep about that. The writer makes 
his choice and is stuck with it. But it is true to say that you are 
open to all the winds, some of them icy indeed. You are out on 


your own, out on a limb. You find no shelter, no protection— 
unless you lie—in which case of course you have constructed 
your own protection and, it could be argued, become a 
politician. 

I have referred to death quite a few times this evening. I 
shall now quote a poem of my own called “Death”. 

Where was the dead body found? 

Who found the dead body? 

Was the dead body dead when found? 

How was the dead body found? 

Who was the dead body? 

Who was the father or daughter or brother 

Or uncle or sister or mother or son 

Of the dead and abandoned body? 

Was the body dead when abandoned? 

Was the body abandoned? 

By whom had it been abandoned? 

Was the dead body naked or dressed for a journey? 

What made you declare the dead body dead? 

Did you declare the dead body dead? 

How well did you know the dead body? 

How did you know the dead body was dead? 

Did you wash the dead body 

Did you close both its eyes 

Did you bury the body 

Did you leave it abandoned 

Did you kiss the dead body 

When we look into a mirror we think the image that 
confronts us is accurate. But move a millimetre and the image 
changes. We are actually looking at a never-ending range of 
reflections. But sometimes a writer has to smash the mirror— 
for it is on the other side of that mirror that the truth stares at 
us. 

I believe that despite the enormous odds which exist, 
unflinching, unswerving, fierce intellectual determination, as 
citizens, to define the real truth of our lives and our societies 
is a crucial obligation which devolves upon us all. It is in fact 
mandatory. 

If such a determination is not embodied in our political 
vision we have no hope of restoring what is so nearly lost to 
us—the dignity of man. 


* Extract from “I’m Explaining a Few Things” translated by 
Nathaniel Tam, from Pablo Neruda: Selected Poems, published 
by Jonathan Cape, London 1970. Used by permission of The 
Random House Group Limited. 
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Ground Zero, 
Representation, 
and “Outrageous Art” 


By Francis Frascina 


“At first the city appears like a giant conceptual art installa¬ 
tion, or the set of some archetypal cold-war disaster movie.” 1 

New Orleans 2005/New York 2001 


T o describe smoke billowing across New Orleans in the wake of 
Hurricane Katrina in the first few days of September 2005, tele¬ 
vision reporters drew parallels with similar camera shots ofNew 
York City on September 11,2001. Almost four years after the 
production of the paradigmatic image of American urban devas¬ 
tation, caused by suicide hijackers who turned passenger aircraft into mis¬ 
siles loaded with human captives, media and political commentators contin¬ 
ued to turn to a comparison with this official sign of national unity in a moment 
of external danger. Reporters drew on further “9/11 ” analogies to character¬ 
ize the wreckage of Louisiana cities and towns: urban landscapes of Holly¬ 
wood disaster movie film sets ‘made real’ and far away war zones brought 
‘home’. The spectacles of the culture industries, film fictions, and television 
framed reports from embedded journalists in Afghanistan and Iraq were the 
symbolic screens through which representations of the effects of Hurricane 
Katrina were first made. However, critical analyses of slow federal and state 
rescue responses to the hurricane uncovered domestic realities disregarded 
in the aftennath of September 11 by a media compliant with the ideological 
agenda of the Bush administration in its pursuit of a global “war on terror.” 


In “Ground Zero, 
Representation, and 
‘Outrageous Art’” Francis 
Frascina examines the 
media framing of reports (in 
September 2005) on 
Hurricane Katrina through 
paradigmatic images of ‘9/1V 
and argues that critiques of 
that framing reveal the role of 
visual culture in the politics 
of contemporary 
remembrance. 
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In 2001, the immediate rhetoric of trauma and disaster had 
human agents to denounce as representatives of a fundamental¬ 
ist attack on “our freedoms” and the “American way of life.” In 
2005 there were, initially, no obvious outside human agents to 
condemn, leaving terror and disaster to be characterized as “natu¬ 
ral” or in the words of Secretary of Defense Rumsfeld “stuff hap¬ 
pens.” Soon, however, human agency was identified as a nega¬ 
tive contribution to the “stuff’ that “happens” and the inequities 
of the “American way of life” were revealed in vivid images and 
reports on rescue delays, the awful conditions endured by survi¬ 
vors, and budget cuts in domestic infrastructure to fund the Iraq 
invasion. Comparisons between photographs of New York and 
New Orleans began to produce a semiotic clash. The realities of 
domestic inequalities—class, economic and racial—had been over¬ 
shadowed by patriotic promotions of “9/11” images, which ac¬ 
companied increased expenditure on military intervention, empire 
building and homeland security under a neo-conservative “war 
on terror.” The potential for rupture in 
such imagery had been buried deep in 
dominant signs despite, for example, 
the widespread popularity of Michael 
Moore’s Fahrenheit 9/11 and exten¬ 
sive scholarly texts analyzing causes 
of September 11. 

At a Concert for Hurricane relief 
on 2 September, Rap artist Kanye West 
departed from a scripted television 
statement. He claimed that the five day 
rescue delay was “because most of the people are Black” and that 
the President doesn’t “care about Black people.” He criticized 
media photos of Black survivors captioned as “looters” in con¬ 
trast to Whites who were captioned as “finders” of food and 
supplies. He argued that America is “set up to help the poor, the 
Black people, the less well off’ as “slow as possible.” Although 
acknowledging the extensive activities of the American Red Cross, 
he drew attention to the negative effects of the administration’s 
foreign war on this domestic crisis and the State’s readiness to 
use violence on its own citizens: “We already realized how a lot of 
the people who could help are at war right now fighting another 
war. They’ve given them [The U.S. Army] permission to go down 
[to New Orleans] and shoot us.” 2 

Civil Rights leader Jesse Jackson arrived in New Orleans to 
help rescue 450 students trapped at Xavier University, one of the 
post-slavery historically black colleges. He emphasized issues of 
race and poverty with 120,000 people in the city living on less that 
$8,000 a year, to characterize federal delays in, and inadequate 
administration of, rescue efforts. 3 African Americans made up the 
majority of citizens unable to evacuate the city before Hurricane 
Katrina struck. Drawing upon powerful historical reference to the 
status of New Orleans as a major port in the slave trade, Jackson 
described his experience of seeing 5,000 African Americans on 
the I-10 causeway: “desperate, perishing, dehydrating, babies 
crying—it looked like the hold of a slave ship. It’s so ugly and 
obvious. The issue of race as a factor will not go away.” 4 Jackson’s 
metaphor was made more poignant by the extensive floodwater 
caused by breaches in the defensive levees. 

Critics drew attention to the negative effects of the Bush 
administration’s policies and actions particularly cuts in federal 


funding that made such breaches more likely. 5 In early 2001, the 
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) ranked a hurri¬ 
cane hitting New Orleans as one of the three likeliest and most 
catastrophic disasters facing America: the other two were a mas¬ 
sive earthquake in San Francisco and a terrorist attack on New 
York City. 6 In June 2004, the New Orleans district of the Army 
Corps of Engineers budget for levee construction to protect the 
city was cut by more than 80%. Jefferson Parish emergency man¬ 
agement chiefs Walter Maestri commented: “It appears that the 
money has been moved in the president’s budget to handle home¬ 
land security and the war in Iraq, and I suppose that’s the price 
we pay.” 7 The Engineers’ budget was cut again in June 2005 by a 
record $71.2 million. 

In his weekly radio address on 10 September, President Bush 
attempted to bypass negative reports about federal responses to 
the Hurricane Katrina disaster by invoking the administration’s 
preferred image of September 11 as a signifier of militarized na¬ 
tional unity: “America answered 
history’s call to bring justice to our 
enemies and to ensure the survival 
and success of liberty. And that mis¬ 
sion continues today.” Four years 
later “America is confronting an¬ 
other disaster that has caused de¬ 
struction and loss of life.” Whilst the 
armies of “justice” continue their 
military work, for Bush it is “the spirit 
of America’s armies of compassion 
who have rallied in response to this tragedy.” 8 

Ground Zero: Preserving an Image 

In 2001, images of “disaster” and military metaphors were 
combined in contrasts between the symbolic meanings of the 
Twin Towers at the World Trade Center (WTC) on one side and 
the Pentagon on the other, though the attacks on the Twin Tow¬ 
ers became the dominant media signifier in the USA. One way to 
explain the focus on images of the Towers is the persistent media 
agenda that emphasizes dramatic traumas of personal experiences 
and, thereby, occludes critical examination of deeper social and 
political causes. Editorial conventions marginalized the Towers 
as signifiers of the global financial power of American empire by 
stressing images and sequences of individual and group narra¬ 
tives in the unfolding drama at the WTC, for which disaster films 
and reports of foreign conflicts were the main framing paradigms. 
The burning Pentagon, by contrast, was more obviously a signi¬ 
fier of American military activity and foreign policy, which nar¬ 
rowed the potential for editorial diversion. Further, to focus equally 
on the burning Towers and Pentagon would have created a pos¬ 
sible semiotic dialogue between the signifiers of a double global 
dominance: American capital and military power. 9 

A criticism of this line of argument is that both buildings 
had more powerful multiple personal associations and memories. 
Andreas Huyssen, for example, claimed in early 2002 that the 
symbolic meaning of the Twin Towers “is not that of the terror of 
globalization and hegemonic power, as the blowback theorists 
argue and as it seems to focus in the terrorists’ imaginary.” 10 In¬ 
stead of what he calls this “infantile symbolism,” Huyssen privi- 
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leged the representation of the Twin Towers as simply “home in 
the metropolis” and their afterimage of “monumentality.” There 
are two problems with such claims. First, Huyssen conflates both 
the “terrorists” and theorists of “blowback” as suffering from the 
same single causal error: “No single nor even twin corporate tower 
could ever represent the nature of global capital, nor could its 
destruction equal capital’s collapse.” 11 Readers of texts on A1 
Qaeda and on the unintended consequences of American foreign 
policies since the 1950s may well find discussion of more complex 
causal conditions. To lump together the “terrorists” imaginary 
and the arguments of “blowback” theorists is to dismiss criti¬ 
cisms of President Bush’s military policies after “9/11” as simi¬ 
larly “infantile.” A second problem is that Huyssen makes no 
distinction between his personal memory, the memories of others, 
and conventions of media representation. For Huyssen, “a New 
Yorker by choice,” the Twin Towers may well have been monu¬ 
ments of homecoming in his “own imagination.” 12 That does not 
make them the same for other sites of imagination. 

For many supporters of President Bush’s “war on terror” 
critical references to American foreign policies, particularly after 
September 11, were regarded as incompatible with desires to pre¬ 
serve “Ground Zero” as hallowed ground, as the site of an attack 
on the ideals of American freedom and democracy. One example, 
reported by Alisia Solomon in The Nation , was a fierce campaign 
during the summer of 2005 to oppose the selection of particular 
institutions to operate in the planned Memorial Center and Cul¬ 
tural Complex at the WTC. 13 Opponents claimed that these insti¬ 
tutions were associated with criticisms of the American led inva¬ 
sion of Iraq, the interment camp at Guantanamo Bay and the Abu 
Ghraib scandal. The events exemplify what Jurgen Habermas de¬ 
scribes as neo-conservative cultural criticism. Neo-conservatives 
“see their role as, on the one hand, mobilizing pasts that can be 
accepted approvingly and, on the other hand, morally neutraliz¬ 
ing other pasts” that prompt critical assessments of the present. 14 

In June 2003, the Lower Manhattan Development Corpora¬ 
tion (LMDC) issued a formal Invitation to Cultural Institutions to 
submit proposals to occupy two planned sites: the Performing 
Arts Center, to be designed by Gehry Partners LLP, and the Mu¬ 
seum Complex, to be designed by the Norwegian firm Snohetta, 
which formed part of the Cultural Buildings section. 15 By the dead¬ 
line of September 2003, 113 submissions were received and a 
shortlist released in a report dated 10 February 2004. 16 On 10 June 
2004 the LMDC announced the four selected institutions: the 
Joyce International Dance Center and the Signature Theatre to 
occupy the Performing Arts Center, and the International Free¬ 
dom Center (IFC) and The Drawing Center to occupy the Mu¬ 
seum Complex. 17 All provided submissions publicly available on 
the LMDC web site. 18 Ayear later the institutions selected for the 
Museum Complex became a focus for attacks that combined two 
previous conservative campaigns. The first was the attack on the 
National Endowment for the Arts (NEA) and on freedom of ex¬ 
pression in visual culture, during the culture wars of the 1980s 
and 1990s. The second was the condemnation of critics of the 
“war on terror” and the USA Patriot Act as un-American and 
siding with terrorists. 

The IFC was created specifically for the WTC site as an 
educational resource devoted to an examination of the enduring 
struggle for freedom, including its contested definition and sup¬ 


pression, through exhibitions and interactive presentations. 
Clearly, historical examinations of America’s failures and successes 
in quests for freedom in, for example, domestic civil rights 
struggles and interventions in processes of self-determination in 
other countries risked upsetting patriotic politics and binary defi¬ 
nitions of terrorism. The Drawing Center was established in the 
late 1970s and situated in Lower Manhattan’s SoHo. Its planned 
role at the WTC site was to provide visual exhibitions by histori¬ 
cal and contemporary artists together with a range of educational, 
public and artists’ programmes. For those for whom art could 
have the potential for transgression and cultural critique, the role 
of The Drawing Center could either be embraced as a resource for 
creative freedom or rejected as a possible site of renewed culture 
wars. 

Mobilizing Pasts 

On 7 June 2005, The Wall Street Journal published an attack 
on the suitability of the IFC for the WTC memorial that unleashed 
further press attacks. “The Great Ground Zero Heist” was written 
by Debra Burlingame described by the newspaper as a member of 
the board of directors of the WTC Memorial Foundation and 
sister of Charles Burlingame, the pilot of the hijacked American 
Airline plane that crashed into the Pentagon. Burlingame’s article 
began with a description of Marines wounded in Iraq attending a 
wreath-laying ceremony at “the empty pit of Ground Zero” a week 
earlier on Memorial Day weekend. She predicted that when the 
Marines return to the opening of the WTC Memorial in 2010 ex¬ 
pecting “a respectful tribute to our individual and collective loss” 
they will get instead “a slanted history lesson, a didactic lecture 
on the meaning of liberty in a post-9/11 world. They will be served 
up a heaping foreign policy discussion over the greater meaning 
of Abu Ghraib and what it portends for the country and the rest of 
the world.” 19 For Burlingame the IFC’s displays will take us on “a 
journey through the history of freedom”—but do not be fooled 
into thinking that their idea of freedom is the same as that of the 
Marines. To the IFC’s organizers, it’s not only history’s triumphs 
that illuminate, but also it’s failures. For Burlingame, the site of 
the “worst attack on American soil in the history of the republic” 
should not be a place to be reminded of “man’s inhumanity to 
man, from Native American genocide to the lynchings and cross- 
burnings of the Jim Crow South, from the Third Reich’s Final 
Solution to the Soviet Gulags and beyond.” 20 

Burlingame was particularly troubled by two issues that have 
traceable origins in the culture wars of the late 1980s and 1990s: 
federal sponsorship of cultural provision, particularly when be¬ 
yond the controls of particular American values, and the power of 
the body as a site of struggles about human rights and freedoms. 
She objected to funds being used to support the IFC, which she 
regarded as being shaped and influenced by people critical of the 
USA Patriot Act and “whose inflammatory claims of a deliberate 
torture policy at Guantanamo Bay are undermining this country’s 
efforts to foster freedom elsewhere in the world.” 21 Burlingame 
questioned the interests of Tom Bernstein, one of the co-founders 
of the IFC, in Human Rights First a human rights advocacy orga¬ 
nization based in New York and Washington D.C. This organiza¬ 
tion had compiled a case against Defense Secretary Rumsfeld for 
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After Burlingame’s article in The 
Wall Street Journal a major media 
campaign to resist the selection of 
the IFC began. The website “Take 
Back the Memorial” issued a peti¬ 
tion supporting a WTC Memorial to 
“stand as a solemn remembrance of 
those who died on September 11th, 
2001, and not as a journey of 
history’s ‘failures’ or as a debate 
about domestic and foreign policy in 
the post-9/11 world.” 

being directly responsible for the torture and abuse of detainees 
in U.S. custody. Under its campaign to stop torture at U.S. deten¬ 
tion centers it reprinted the most well known photograph of an 
Iraqi undergoing torture at Abu Ghraib. Burlingame criticized five 
named members of the IFC, without mentioning that there were 89 
advisers and board members, and repeated concerns that claims 
about torture at Guantanamo Bay and Abu Ghraib would detract 
from the positive post-September 11 narrative of enduring free¬ 
dom being fought for by U.S. Marines in Afghanistan and Iraq. If 
such references and images were to be part of the displays at the 
IFC, she feared that this freedom center will “not use the word 
‘patriot’ the way our Founding Fathers did.” 22 

Freedom, for Burlingame, was fought for with the “blood 
and tears of patriots” where the heroic body is identified with 
sacrifice and salvation. This is in contrast to the “activists and 
academics” of the IFC for whom, she claimed, pictures such as 
those from Abu Ghraib provide an ideological agenda for attack¬ 
ing the “domestic and foreign policy they despise.” 23 In 2004, 
Mark Danner’s book on America, Abu Ghraib and the “war on 
terror” appeared, which included the torture photographs and 
major documents and reports. 24 This and other publications ex¬ 
plored acts and images that cast doubt on the official agenda of 
national unity, heroism, patriotism and freedom, which justified 
the invasion of Iraq as a logical development of the post-Septem¬ 
ber 11 “war on terror”. For those who subscribed to that agenda, 
the tortured bodies of Abu Ghraib had to be marginalized not 
least as signifiers of state terrorism. Burlingame knew exactly what 
body visitors should hear about at Ground Zero: “the story of the 
courageous young firefighter whose body, cut in half, was found 
with his legs entwined around the body of a woman. Recovery 
personnel concluded that because of their positions, the young 
firefighter was carrying her.” 25 For Burlingame, discussion of “free¬ 
dom” at Ground Zero must be related solely to those who died on 


September 11,2001. Possible context for the attacks or the human 
cost of subsequent American actions were inadmissible. 

Just over seven months before Burlingame’s article, the 
emotions of mourning and remembrance after September 11 were 
central to President Bush’s campaign speech at Manchester, New 
Hampshire, 29 October 2004. 26 So, too, were outlines of American 
military actions since the attacks and citations of individual acts 
of “sacrifice for our freedom.” The President described “the en¬ 
during character of this great nation” in men and women: “I have 
seen their strength and their sacrifice... .1 have seen the character 
in people like Cheryl McGuinness, Debra Burlingame, and Eliza¬ 
beth Kovalcin, who are with us today.” 27 All three lost close rela¬ 
tives on September 11 and were at the campaign rally to support 
President Bush’s re-election. Burlingame also spoke at the 2004 
Republican National Convention at Madison Square Gardens, 
which controversially played on the emotions of “9/11” to defend 
the President’s “war on terror” and invasion of Iraq. She appeared 
on the first night, 30 August, as one of three relatives of those 
who died on September 11 and as the founder of the Patriot Dreams 
Foundation. The latter was established in 2003 to provide schol¬ 
arships for students enrolled in ROTC programmes who wished 
to be commissioned officers in the U.S. Armed Forces. Funds 
were to be produced from the sale of tabletop sculptures of Chic 
Burlingame as a boy with his model airplane by Ron Pettit. Debra 
Burlingame selected Pettit because of his reputation for life-like 
patriotic military sculptures and his status as a Vietnam Veteran 
and former member of a naval ROTC. In doing so, she inevitably 
associated her choice with the populist values of Frederick Hart’s 
bronze statue of Three Servicemen, 1984, controversially imposed 
at the Vietnam Veterans Memorial, Washington D.C., as a counter 
to Maya Lin’s design, completed and dedicated in 1982. 

‘Outrageous Art’ 

After Burlingame’s article in The Wall Street Journal a major 
media campaign to resist the selection of the IFC began. 28 The 
website “Take Back the Memorial” issued a petition supporting a 
WTC Memorial to “stand as a solemn remembrance of those who 
died on September 11th, 2001, and not as a journey of history’s 
‘failures’ or as a debate about domestic and foreign policy in the 
post-9/11 world.” It also attacked the IFC for aims that it did not 
have: “the International Freedom Center honors no one by mak¬ 
ing excuses for the perpetrators of this heinous crime.” 29 The 
New York Post and the Daily News soon joined the campaign by 
turning attention to The Drawing Center and its exhibition his¬ 
tory. The front page of the Daily News on 24 June proclaimed “9/ 
11 Outrage. Draw the Line, Now! Gov. Pataki is allowing a mu¬ 
seum that exhibits anti-American art to display its works at Ground 
Zero. This is a disgrace, and THE NEWS demands action.” In¬ 
side, Douglas Feiden’s article, “‘Violated...again’ Kin slap art 
center’s 9/11 pieces,” was critical of works exhibited at the mu¬ 
seum including one currently on display though the artist was 
not named and the no title given. 30 Feiden claimed that the work 
“appears to mock Bush’s famous description of Iraq, Iran and 
North Korea” as the “Axis of Evil”. The work, by Charbel 
Ackermann, comprised a series of drawings, maps and text pro¬ 
jected onto a wall as though an instructive PowerPoint presenta¬ 
tion tracing links between nations regarded by President Bush as 
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hostile to the United States. In an attempt to draw out more read¬ 
ings than Feiden’s single condemnation, Holland Cotter, in The 
New York Times , concluded that Ackermann’s work “represents 
either a political critique, or political reality, or art doing its am¬ 
biguous, needling thing, which is exactly what it’s supposed to 
do, wherever it lands.” 31 For the Daily News no such art should 
ever land at Ground Zero. 32 

Feiden’s article included the results of a review by the Daily 
News of “dozens” of The Drawing Center’s catalogues since Sep¬ 
tember 11, 2001, which “revealed numerous politically charged 
works” though only three are cited. 33 He reproduced a section of 
Amy Wilson’s A Glimpse of What Life in A Free Country Can Be 
Like # 6 ,2004, one of a series of seven, which is obviously copied 
from the front of the Center’s catalogue “Talespinning: Selec¬ 
tions Fall 2004”, Drawing Papers 47 , illustrated on the Center’s 
web site. Feiden was troubled by Wilson’s use of a figure that he 
read as the hooded Iraqi prisoner photographed at Abu Ghraib on 
5 November 2003 standing on a box with electrodes dangling 
from each hand and arms outstretched in a crucifix pose. The 
“electrodes” from Wilson’s figure, whose arms are not out¬ 
stretched, fall downward and spell out the word “Liberty.” The 
figure and word are above what Feiden described as a “field peopled 
with dancing skeletons.” However, an inspection of the actual 
work reveals a landscape of fighting skeletons with many holding 
swords. Wilson’s work, and the rest in the series, contains long 
passages of text, in speech bubbles, designed to demonstrate 
“the complex similarities that exist in supposedly diametrically 
opposed lines of reasoning.” 34 She is aware that to skim read the 
texts in her works can produce an experience common to watch¬ 
ing television news: “Words float by, a few notable names or 
phrases stick in one’s head, and the opinions that viewers start 
with are confirmed by what they believe they’ve seen.” 35 

Feiden also reproduced Zoe Charlton’s Homeland Security 
but did not provide her name. Charlton’s work, which draws upon 
Jonathan Swift’s Gulliver's Travels and narratives of nannies and 
maids, depicts a woman lying on her back (who Feiden incor¬ 
rectly describes as “naked”) with airplanes flying toward her 
spread-eagled legs. Homeland Security was in the “Talespinning” 
group exhibition with Wilson’s works, which were chosen by The 
Drawing Center as “Allegorical drawings inspired by mythic nar¬ 
ratives and everyday stories.” 36 Feiden and the neo-conservative 
editorial emphases of the Daily News were oblivious to the mul¬ 
tiplicities of allegory. 

The Daily News was also critical of Mark Lombardi’s Glo¬ 
bal Networks: George W Bush , Harken Energy and Jackson 
Stephens ca 1979-90 (5 th Version), 1999, displayed in an exhibi¬ 
tion of the artist’s work at The Drawing Center, Fall 2003. Feiden 
claimed that Lombardi’s drawing was a “favorite of conspiracy 
theorists”: it “uses arrows and circles to link politicians, oil ty¬ 
coons and international terrorists” making connections between 
the Bush family, including the current President, and Osama bin 
Laden. 37 Although completed in 1999 (Lombardi produced up¬ 
dated versions when new information became available), it draws 
on evidence of suspected insider dealing and cronyism between 
1979—two years after George W. Bush set up “Arbusto” his own 
oil and gas company—and 22 June 1999 when Bush bailed out of 
Harken Energy with a 200 per cent profit just two weeks before 
Saddam Hussein invaded Kuwait and the price of Harken Energy’s 


Feiden claimed that 
Lombardi’s drawing was a “fa¬ 
vorite of conspiracy theorists”: 
it “uses arrows and circles to 
link politicians, oil tycoons and 
international terrorists” mak¬ 
ing connections between the 
Bush family, including the cur¬ 
rent President, and Osama bin 
Laden. 


stock plummeted. 38 Feiden’s article, ostensibly about the period 
after September 11, omits important details such as the full title of 
the drawing, its date and any indication that the events referred 
to by Lombardi relate to the 1980s. As Feiden was primarily con¬ 
cerned with attacking the track record of The Drawing Center, he 
did not mention that Lombardi’s exhibition had already been seen 
at three venues on a nationwide tour of nine museums and galler¬ 
ies that began in January 2003. 39 

Lombardi’s drawing is a part that stands for the whole of the 
exhibited works. These make uncomfortable viewing for those 
supporters of the “war on terror” and the invasion of Iraq who 
were hostile to historians and theorists of “blowback.” Two draw¬ 
ings, for example, engage with American foreign policies in the 
1980s that had unintended consequences still live in 2005: BNL, 
Reagan, Bush, & Thatcher and the Arming of Iraq, ca 1983-91 
(1 st Version), 1995, and Banca Nazionale del Lavoro, Reagan, 
Bush, Thatcher and the Arming of Iraq, 1979-90 (4 th Version), 
1998, detail intricate webs. 40 A related drawing of US covert op¬ 
erations produces a globalization metaphor in its overall form: 
Oliver North, Lake Resources of Panama, and the Iran-Contra 
Operation, ca. 1984-86 (4 th Version), 1999. 41 

Lombardi’s drawings developed conceptual art practices 
from the 1960s, social systems art pieces, such as those by Hans 
Haacke from the 1970s onwards, and the conventions of flow 
diagrams, mind maps, and orthographic or botanical drawings. 
His work engaged with dialogues between values of precision, 
elegance and beauty in drawing and those of archival evidence 
for scandalous corporate, financial and political activities. Insen¬ 
sitive to such dialogues, the Daily News interpreted Lombardi’s 
drawings, as well as works by Ackermann, Charlton and Wilson, 
in a similar reductive manner. This can be interpreted as a single- 
minded attempt to insulate and protect processes of mourning for 
the lives lost on September 11. Alternatively, it can be interpreted 
as a neo-conservative rejection of any potential for connections, 
even through the medium of art, between the events of Septem- 
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ber 11 and US foreign policies in recent decades. Hence, the pos¬ 
sibility of any such visual critique at the site of Ground Zero had 
to be prevented so as to guarantee that particular images and 
definitions of freedom were maintained through a narrow repre¬ 
sentation of the meaning of “9/11” and the “war on terror.” In 
developing an argument by Eric Foner, author of The Story of 
American Freedom and erstwhile member of the IFC advisory 
board, Alisa Solomon argued that “any effort to historicize the 
concept [of freedom] or to acknowledge America’s failures to live 
up to this ideal” was for supporters of the Bush administration 
“tantamount to siding with the terrorists.” 42 

The New York Post joined the negative campaign against 
the IFC and The Drawing Center and was more explicit about 
precedents for their objections: 

What if, some years from now, a latter-day Andres 
Serrano turns up at the Drawing Center’s new home at 
Ground Zero, with an American flag submerged in a 
tub of urine—calling it, say, “Piss Flag”? Or with an 
image of the Twin Towers 
covered in cow manure? 43 

The newspaper was dubious 
that such “outrageous art” could 
be “banned from the site”: “De¬ 
fenders of trash, and compliant 
judges, would surely block any 
effort to ‘censor’ works.” It re¬ 
minded readers of conservative 
attacks on Serrano’s Piss Christ , 

1987, during the culture wars of the 
late 1980s and 1990s, and Mayor 
Giuliani’s attempt to censor the 
Brooklyn Museum for its exhibi¬ 
tion of Sensation , 1999-2000, 
which contained Chris Ofili’s The 
Holy Virgin Mary , 1996, a mixed- 
media work that included elephant 
dung. 44 From the perspectives of 
the conservative and religious right, their attacks failed both to 
remove these works from view and to halt the continuation of 
public funds for art institutions that subsidized or displayed such 
art. 

In response to media pressure, on 24 June, Governor George 
E. Pataki issued an ultimatum to the IFC and The Drawing Center 
demanding “an absolute guarantee” that they would not mount 
particular types of exhibitions at the redeveloped Ground Zero: “I 
view that memorial site as sacred grounds, akin to the beaches of 
Normandy or Pearl Harbor, and we will not tolerate anything on 
that site that denigrates America, denigrates New York or free¬ 
dom, or denigrates the sacrifice or courage that heroes showed 
on Sept. 11 .” 45 Objectors to Pataki’s demand argued that it was a 
violation of the First Amendment but by September both the IFC 
and The Drawing Center had been driven from the project prompt¬ 
ing The New York Times to ask “is culture gone at Ground Zero?” 46 

A few weeks earlier, Caryn James in The New York Times 
reported attacks, by newspapers and web sites, on an exhibition 
and conference organized by the Lower Manhattan Cultural Coun¬ 


cil. 47 The exhibition was titled A Knock at the Door, 8 September 
to 1 October, at the Cooper Union and the Melville Gallery of the 
South Street Seaport Museum. It explored the effects of the USA 
Patriot Act on artists by including works “already targeted by the 
Secret Service,” that had begun as early as 7 November 2001 
when federal agents visited the “Secret Wars” touring show at 
the Artcar Museum in Houston Texas because of complaints of 
“anti-American activity.” The exhibition in 2005 aimed “to show 
how, with no accountability required of the federal government, 
any cultural activity could come under investigation. A Knock at 
the Door challenges the assumption that there is a clear line de¬ 
fining so-called ‘threatening’ or ‘Un-American’ art and activity, 
and that all art is an expression of the most basic foundation of a 
democratic society—the free expression and exchange of ideas.” 48 

The Daily News and the New York Post attacked the exhibi¬ 
tion before it opened. 49 The Post was also incensed by related 
events, particularly roundtable tributes to Edward Said and Su¬ 
san Sontag because they had published articles in 2001 that were 
critical of media responses to September 11 and American foreign 

policies. Caryn James argued that 
the anger directed toward A 
Knock at the Door “reveals some 
chilling cultural trends: the de¬ 
valuing of art as a proper response 
to 9/11, and the persistent, 
wrongheaded idea that to ques¬ 
tion the government is to dishonor 
the memory of those who died.” 50 
She also noted that in the four 
years since the attacks anything 
other than “gooey sentimentality 
is likely to provoke an uproar.” 

Early instances of what 
James described as “chilling cul¬ 
tural trends” are the hostile re¬ 
sponses to an essay by Sontag 
in September 2001. A week after 
the attacks, The New Yorker in¬ 
vited its staff writers and con¬ 
tributors to reflect on the events and its consequences. In one of 
ten short responses, published in the section “The Talk of The 
Town” dedicated to “Comment: Tuesday, and After”, Sontag iden¬ 
tified a “disconnect between last Tuesday’s monstrous dose of 
reality” and the “unanimity of the sanctimonious, reality-con¬ 
cealing rhetoric spouted by American officials and media com¬ 
mentators” in the days after September 11. 51 For artists, writers, 
and intellectuals who encountered a blizzard of expressions pro¬ 
duced by media spectacle and government narratives, there were 
struggles to find adequate and incisive forms of response to the 
events and its possible causes. Early on, syndicated cartoonists 
hinted at the “disconnect” identified by Sontag. One example is 
by Ann Telnaes, published on 13 September 2001, by the North 
America Syndicate and Tribune Media Services. In the cartoon, 
Uncle Sam sits aghast at debris and paper exploding from his 
television screen with the voice over “We Interrupt Our Regu¬ 
larly Scheduled Programming to Bring You Reality.” This was a 
two-fold interruption. The news breaking through early morning 
entertainment is obviously about the attacks on the WTC and the 
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Pentagon. The interruption is also in viewers’ acceptance of the 
“unreality” of television programmes and in the popularity of 
“reality television” in which “real people” are placed in contrived 
situations. 52 

Sontag argued that there seemed to be a “campaign to 
infantilize the public” by licensed voices, which systematically 
avoided acknowledgement that this was “an attack on the world’s 
self-proclaimed superpower, undertaken as consequence of spe¬ 
cific American alliances and actions.” 53 In her distinctions, there 
were evocations of analyses of American foreign policy and mili¬ 
tary dependency, at home and abroad, to be found in publica¬ 
tions such as Chalmers Johnson Blow back: The Costs and Con¬ 
sequences of American Empire , 2000, 54 and Catherine Lutz 
Homefront: A Military City and the American 20 th Century , 2001. 55 
Not surprisingly, Sontag’s essay was unwelcome to readers for 
whom the agenda of American response was set by different texts. 
Time magazine’s special issue, soon after the attacks, included 
Lance Morrow’s “The Case for Rage and Retribution.” 56 The Na¬ 
tional Review Online , 13 September 2001, published a piece by 
Anne Coulter in which she stated: “We know who the homicidal 
maniacs are.. ..We should invade their countries, kill their leaders 
and convert them to Christianity.” 57 In the November issue of 
Liberty , Sarah McCarthy went further: “Mutually Assured De¬ 
struction is what kept the cold war cool. Now that we’ve seen 
what they are capable of, it’s come to this: We have a nuclear 
arsenal. It’s time to use it before they do.” 58 Rev. Jerry Falwell, 
active during the “culture wars” of the 1980s and 1990s, declared 
on Pat Robertson’s talk show the 700 Club , 13 September 2001: “I 
really believe that the pagans, and the abortionists, and the femi¬ 
nists, and the gays and the lesbians who are actively trying to 
make an alternative lifestyle, the ACLU, People for the American 
Way—all of them who have tried to secularize America—I point 
the finger in their face and say ‘You helped this happen.’” Falwell 
and Robertson agreed that “we” got “what we deserve.” 59 

Sontag’s essay was in the issue of The New Yorker current 
at the time of President Bush’s speech to a Joint Session of Con¬ 
gress, 20 September, when he declared a “war on terror” in which 
“either you are with us, or you are with the terrorists”. 60 On 7 
October the bombing of Afghanistan began, on 8 October Gover¬ 
nor Tom Ridge was sworn in as head of the newly created Depart¬ 
ment of Homeland Security, and on 26 October the USA Patriot 
Act became Law. Many Americans, including academics and in¬ 
tellectuals, were critical of such government responses. How¬ 
ever, to voice criticism often meant being subjected to a variety of 
attacks that echoed official reactions to dissent expressed during 
the period of McCarthy ism in the 1950s and the era of Civil Rights 
campaigns and protests against the Vietnam War in the 1960s. 

Even before the publication date of Sontag’s essay in The 
New Yorker , Charles Krauthammer, in The Washington Post , pub¬ 
lished an attack criticizing her intellectual “moral obtuseness.” 
For Krauthammer, “this is a time for clarity” not for calls to search 
“for root causes.” 61 He echoed the President’s bald distinction 
between “good” and “evil” made the day before. The syndicated 
version of Krauthammer’s essay described Sontag as “a leading 
leftist intellectual.” In the current climate of conservative calls for 
powerful military response this addition was a negative editorial 
preliminary for readers of her text. A further polarized character¬ 
ization was created in the Pittsburgh Post-Gazette where the title 


of Krauthammer’s article was changed from “Voices of Moral 
Obtuseness” to “Terror Attack Unites Most Citizens, But the 
Blame America First Brigade Rolls On.” 62 Criticism of Sontag con¬ 
tinued with Lawrence Kaplan in The New Republic , 1 October 
2001, which opened with a question: “What do Osama bin Laden, 
Saddam Hussein and Susan Sontag have in common?” 63 For 
Kaplan all three “acknowledge a truth that most Americans would 
rather not”: that “9/11” was a consequence of grievances with 
American alliances and actions as the “global power.” He contin¬ 
ued: “if the United States intends to snuff out terrorism, Ameri¬ 
cans will need to acknowledge the full extent of that power as 
well. Not, as Sontag presumably wishes, in order to dismantle it. 
But in order to wield it effectively in the coming struggle.” 64 He 
argued that there was no choice in America’s response to “9/11”. 

Four years later, at Ground Zero and beyond, visual culture 
was still at the center of struggles between those who wished to 
critique or to “wield” American “global power.” In neo-conserva- 
tives attempts to mobilize particular pasts paradigmatic represen¬ 
tations of “9/11,” as national unity, filter and manage the recep¬ 
tion and dissemination of images such as those of American tor¬ 
ture at Abu Ghraib and abandoned survivors in New Orleans. 
Mobilizing pasts in this way is part of what Habermas described 
as neo-conservative cultural criticism: morally neutralizing those 
“pasts” that prompt critical assessments of the present. 
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In “How Massacres Become the Norm” Dahr 
Jamail examines how the U.S. military 
actively engaged in countless examples of 
torture, mass murder, and war crimes. Dahr 
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U S soldiers killing innocent civilians in Iraq is not 
news. Just as it was not news that US soldiers 
slaughtered countless innocent civilians in Vietnam. 
However, when some rare reportage of this non 
news from Iraq does seep through the cracks of the corporate 
media, albeit briefly, the American public seems shocked. 
Private and public statements of denial and dismissal 
immediately start to fill the air. We hear, “American soldiers 
would never do such a thing,” or “Who would make such a 
ridiculous claim?” 

It amazes me that so many people in the US today 
somehow seriously believe that American soldiers would never 
kill civilians. Despite the fact that they are in a no-win guerrilla 
war in Iraq which, like any other guerrilla war, always generates 
more civilian casualties than combatant casualties on either 
side. 
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Killing Iraqis in their homes 
and while they are in bed is 
not news either, for during 
the aftermath of the 
November 2004 assault on 
Fallujah, scores of Iraqis 
were killed by US soldiers in 
this manner. 


Robert J. Lifton is a prominent American psychiatrist who 
lobbied for the inclusion of post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD) 
in the Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders 
after his work with US veterans from Vietnam. His studies on the 
behavior of those who have committed war crimes led him to 
believe it does not require an unusual level of mental illness or 
of personal evil to carry out such crimes. Rather, these crimes are 
nearly guaranteed to occur in what Lifton refers to as “atrocity- 
producing situations.” 

Several of his books, like The Nazi Doctors: Medical Killing 
and the Psychology of Genocide , examine how abnormal 
conditions work on normal minds, enabling them to commit the 
most horrendous crimes imaginable. 

Iraq today is most certainly an “atrocity-producing 
situation,” as it has been from the very beginning of the 
occupation. 

The latest reported war crime, a US military raid on the al- 
Mustafa Shia mosque in Baghdad on March 26th, which killed 
at least 16 people, is only one instance of the phenomena that 
Lifton has spoken of. 

An AP video of the scene shows male bodies tangled together 
in a bloody mass on the floor of the Imams’ living quarters - all of 
them with shotgun wounds and other bullet holes. The tape also 
shows shell casings of the caliber used by the US military 
scattered about on the floor. An official from the al-Sadr political 
bloc reported that American forces had surrounded the hospital 
where the wounded were taken for treatment after the massacre. 

The slaughter was followed by an instant and predictable 
disinformation blitz by the US military. The second ranking US 
commander in Iraq, Lt. Gen. Peter Chiarelli, told reporters 
“someone went in and made the scene look different from what it 
was.” 

On March 15th, 11 Iraqis, mostly women and children, were 
massacred by US troops in Balad. Witnesses told reporters that 
US helicopters landed near a home, which was then stormed by 


US troops. Everyone visible was rounded up and taken inside 
the house where they were killed. The victims’ ages ranged from 
six months to 75 years. 

The US military acknowledged the raid, but claimed to 
have captured a resistance fighter and insisted that only four 
people had been killed. Their claim would have held good but 
for the discrepancies that the available evidence presents. For 
one, the photographs that the AP reporter took of the scene reveal 
a collapsed roof, three destroyed cars and two dead cows. The 
other indictment comes from the detailed report of the incident 
prepared by Iraq Police. It matches witness accounts and accuses 
the American troops of murdering Iraqi civilians. 

“The American forces gathered the family members in one 
room and executed 11 persons, including five children, four 
women and two men. Then they bombed the house, burned three 
vehicles and killed the animals.” The report includes the 
observation of local medics that all of the bodies had bullet 
wounds in the head. 

Ahmed Khalaf, the nephew of one of the victims said, “The 
killed family was not part of the resistance, they were women 
and children. The Americans have promised us a better life, but 
we get only death.” AP photos of the aftermath showed the bodies 
of five children, two men and four others covered in blankets 
being driven to a nearby hospital. 

Reminiscent of Vietnam? 

Another appalling example of the effect of an “atrocity- 
producing situation” was experienced last November 19th in 
Haditha. American troops, in retaliation against a roadside bomb 
attack, stormed nearby homes and shot dead 15 members of two 
families, including a three-year-old girl. 

US military response? All 15 civilians were killed by the 
blast of the roadside bomb. 

In this case, reality refuted their claim when a student of 
journalism from Haditha showed up with a video tape of the 
dead, still in their nightclothes. 

Killing Iraqis in their homes and while they are in bed is 
not news either, for during the aftermath of the November 2004 
assault on Fallujah, scores of Iraqis were killed by US soldiers in 
this manner. 

Neither is it news that the US military regularly targets 
ambulances and medical infrastructure. Khaled Ahmed Rsayef, 
whose brother and six other relatives were killed by the troops, 
vividly described the blind frustration of the American soldiers 
and their impulsive revenge at losing one of their own. “American 
troops immediately cordoned off the area and raided two nearby 
houses, shooting at everyone inside. It was a massacre in every 
sense of the word,” said Rasayef. While he was not present at the 
scene, his 15-year-old niece was and her story was corroborated 
by other residents of the area who witnessed the carnage. 

A quick scan of some Arab media reportage for last month 
exposes further atrocities carried out by US forces in Iraq which 
find no mention in the corporate media. 

March 20, the Daily Dar Al-Salam reported: “US forces 
destroyed houses in Hasibah and displaced the inhabitants. Also, 
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a source at Abu Ghurayb Secondary School said that US forces 
raided the school for the third time and arrested the guard.” 

In December 2003,1 personally witnessed US soldiers raid 
a secondary school in the al-Amiriyah district of Baghdad and 
detain 16 children. 

March 19, Al-Arabia reported: “In another development, 
seven people, including a woman, were killed in a raid carried 
out by joint American-Iraqi forces in Al-Dulu’iyah at dawn today. 
The US Army has so far not confirmed this information.” 

March 9, Al Sharqiyah Television reported: “US troops 
opened fire at a civilian vehicle as it passed by Al-Hadba district 
in the western part of Mosul, northern Iraq. The three occupants 
of the vehicle were martyred in the incident.” 

Throughout the three-year history of the US-led catastrophe 
that is the occupation of Iraq, we have had one instance after 
another of brutality meted out to innocent Iraqis, by way of direct 
executions or bombings from the air, or both. 

During an attack on a wedding party in May 2004, US 
troops killed over 40 people, mostly women and children, in a 
desert village on the Syrian border of Iraq. 

APTN footage showed fragments of musical instruments, 
blood stains, the headless body of a child, other dead children 
and clumps of women’s hair in a destroyed house that was 
bombed by US warplanes. Other photographs showed dead 
women and children, and an AP reporter identified at least 10 of 
the bodies as those of children. Relatives who gathered at a 
cemetery outside of Ramadi, where all the bodies were buried, 
told reporters that each of the 28 fresh graves contained between 
one and three bodies. 

The few survivors of the massacre later recounted how in 
the middle of the night long after the wedding feast had ended, 
US jets began raining bombs on their tents and houses. 

Mrs. Shihab, a 30-year-old woman who survived the 
massacre, told the Guardian, “We went out of the house and the 
American soldiers started to shoot us. They were shooting low 
on the ground and targeting us one by one.” She added that she 
ran with her two little boys before they were all shot, including 
herself in the leg. “I left them because they were dead,” she said 
of her two little boys, one of whom was decapitated by a shell. “I 
fell into the mud and an American soldier came and kicked me. 
I pretended to be dead so he wouldn’t kill me.” 

Thereafter, armored military vehicles entered the village, 
shooting at all the other houses and the people who were starting 
to assemble in the open. Following these, two Chinook 
helicopters offloaded several dozen troops, some of who set 
explosives in one of the homes and a building next to it. Both 
exploded into rubble as the helicopters lifted off. 

Mr. Nawaf, one of the survivors, said, “I saw something that 
nobody ever saw in this world. There were children’s bodies cut 
into pieces, women cut into pieces, men cut into pieces. The 
Americans call these people foreign fighters. It is a lie. I just want 
one piece of evidence of what they are saying.” 

Hamdi Noor al-Alusi, the manager of al-Qa’im general 
hospital, the nearest medical facility to the scene of the slaughter, 
said that of the 42 killed, 14 were children and 11 women. “I 
want to know why the Americans targeted this small village,” he 


Throughout the three-year 
history of the US-led 
catastrophe that is the 
occupation of Iraq, we have 
had one instance after 
another of brutality meted 
out to innocent Iraqis, by way 
of direct executions or 
bombings from the air, or 
both. 

said, “These people are my patients. I know each one of them. 
What has caused this disaster?” 

As usual, the US military ran a disinformation campaign 
saying the target was a “suspected safe-house” for foreign fighters 
and denied that any children were killed. The ever pliant US 
Brig. Gen. Mark Kimmitt told reporters that the troops who 
reported back from the operation “told us they did not shoot 
women and children.” 

Topping his ridiculous claim was the statement of Maj. 
Gen. James Mattis, commander of the 1st Marine Division. “How 
many people go to the middle of the desert... to hold a wedding 
80 miles (130km) from the nearest civilization?” 

Perhaps someone should have informed him that these 
farmers and nomads often “go to the middle of the desert” because 
they happen to live there. 

“These were more than two dozen military-age males. Let’s 
not be naive,” Mattis stated before being asked by a reporter to 
comment on the footage on Arabic television which showed a 
child’s body being lowered into a grave. His brilliant response 
was: “I have not seen the pictures but bad things happen in wars. 
I don’t have to apologize for the conduct of my men.” 

If the US were a member of the International Criminal Court, 
Maj. Gen. Mattis may well have been in The Hague right now 
being tried for aiding and abetting war crimes. How can someone 
holding an official position like Mattis publicly sanction 
atrocities? 

It is about unnatural responses such as these that Dr. Lifton 
has written extensively. In a piece he wrote for the New England 
Journal of Medicine in July 2004, Lifton addressed the issue of 
US doctors being complicit in torturing Iraqis in Abu Ghraib. 
This article sheds much light on the situation in Iraq. If we 
substitute “doctors” with “soldiers” it is easy to understand why 
American soldiers are regularly committing the excesses that we 
hear of. 
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Lifton writes, “American doctors at Abu Ghraib and 
elsewhere have undoubtedly been aware of their medical 
responsibility to document injuries and raise questions about 
their possible source in abuse. But those doctors and other 
medical personnel were part of a command structure that 
permitted, encouraged, and sometimes orchestrated torture to a 
degree that it became the norm—with which they were expected 
to comply—in the immediate prison environment.” 

He continues, “The doctors thus brought a medical 
component to what I call an “atrocity-producing situation” - one 
so structured, psychologically and militarily, that ordinary people 
can readily engage in atrocities. Even without directly 
participating in the abuse, doctors may have become socialized 
to an environment of torture and by virtue of their medical 
authority helped sustain it. In studying various forms of medical 
abuse, I have found that the participation of doctors can confer 
an aura of legitimacy 
and can even create an 
illusion of therapy and 
healing.” 

I have personally 
experienced this. 

Standing with US 
soldiers at checkpoints 
and perimeters of 
operations in Iraq, I 
have seen them curse 
and kick Iraqis, heard 
them threatening to 
kill even women and 
children and then look 
at me as if they had 
merely said hello to 
them. My status of 
journalist did not deter 
them because they saw 
no need for checks. 

Having stood 
with soldiers 

anticipating that each 
moving car would 
turn into a bomb and 
each passerby into a suicide bomber, I have tasted the stress and 
fear these soldiers live with on a daily basis. When one of their 
fellow soldiers is killed by a roadside bomb, the need for revenge 
may be directed at anything. And repeated often enough, the 
process gets socialized. 

It’s about this attitude brought on by the normalization of 
the abnormal under “atrocity-producing situations” that Dr. 
Lifton speaks. Unless of course we consider Mattis and others 
like him to be rare sociopaths who are able to participate in 
atrocities without suffering lasting emotional harm. 

And it is this attitude that is responsible for the incessant 
replication of wanton slaughter and madness in Iraq today. 

Back in November of 2004, I wrote about 12-year-old 
Fatima Harouz. She lay dazed in a crowded room in Yarmouk 


Hospital in Bahgdad, feebly waving her bruised arm at flies. Her 
shins had been shattered by bullets from US soldiers when they 
fired through the front door of her home in Latifiya, a small city 
just south of Baghdad. Small plastic drainage bags filled with 
red fluid sat upon her abdomen, where she took shrapnel from 
another bullet. 

Her mother, who was standing with us, said, “They attacked 
our home and there weren’t even any resistance fighters in our 
area.” Her brother had been shot and killed, and his wife was 
wounded as their home was ransacked by soldiers. “Before they 
left, they killed all of our chickens,” she added, her eyes a mixture 
of fear, shock and rage. 

On hearing the story, a doctor looked at me sternly and 
asked, “This is the freedom ... in their Disney Land are there kids 
just like this?” 

Another wounded young woman in a nearby hospital bed, 

Rana Obeidy, had been 
walking home with her 
brother. She assumed 
the soldiers shot her 
and her brother 
because he was 
carrying a bottle of 
soda. This happened in 
Baghdad. She had a 
chest wound where a 
bullet had grazed her, 
unlike her little 
brother, whom the 
bullets had killed. 

There exist many 
more such cases. 
Amnesty International 
has documented scores 
of human rights 
violations committed 
by US troops in Iraq 
during the first six 
months of the 
occupation. To 
mention but a few: 

US troops shot 
dead and injured scores of Iraqi demonstrators in several 
incidents. For example, seven people were reportedly shot dead 
and dozens injured in Mosul on 15 April. 

At least 15 people, including children, were shot dead and 
more than 70 injured in Fallujah on 29 April. 

Two demonstrators were shot dead outside the Republican 
Palace in Baghdad on 18 June. 

On 14 May, two US armed vehicles broke through the 
perimeter wall of the home of Sa’adi Suleiman Ibrahim al-’Ubaydi 
in Ramadi. Soldiers beat him with rifle butts and then shot him 
dead as he tried to flee. 

US forces shot 12-year-old Mohammad al-Kubaisi as they 
carried out search operations around his house in the Hay al- 



Home in Ramadi destroyed by US military. They claimed resistance fighters lived there. 
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Jihad area in Baghdad on 26 June. He was carrying the family 
bedding to the roof of his house when he was shot. Neighbors 
tried to rush him to the nearby hospital by car, but US soldiers 
stopped them and ordered them to go back. By the time they 
returned to his home, Mohammad al-Kubaisi was dead. 

On 17 September, a 14-year-old boy was killed and six 
people were injured when US troops opened fire at a wedding 
party in Fallujah. 

On 23 September, three 
farmers, ‘Ali Khalaf, Sa’adi Faqri 
and Salem Khalil, were killed and 
three others injured when US 
troops opened a barrage of 
gunfire reportedly lasting for at 
least an hour in the village of al- 
Jisr near Fallujah. A US military 
official stated that this happened 
when the troops came under 
attack but this was vehemently 
denied by relatives of the dead. 

Later that day, US military 
officials reportedly went to the 
farmhouse, took photographs and 
apologized to the family. 

This last incident ended in 
a way similar to the one I covered 
in Ramadi in November, 2003. 

On the 23rd of that month during 
Ramadan, US soldiers raided a 
home where a family was just 
sitting down together to break 
their fast. 

Three men of the family 
had their hands tied behind them with plastic ties and were laid 
on the ground face down while the women and children were 
made to stand inside a nearby storage closet. 


Khalil Ahmed, 30 years old, the brother of two of the victims 
and cousin with a third, wept when he described to me how after 
executing the three men the soldiers completely destroyed the 
home, using Humvees with machine guns, small tanks, and gunfire 
from the many troops on foot and helicopters. 

“We don’t know the reason why the soldiers came here. 
They didn’t tell us the reason. We don’t know why they killed 
our family members.” Khalil seemed to demand an answer from 

me. “There are no weapons in this 
house, there are no resistance 
fighters. So why did these people 
have to die? Why?” 

Khalil told me that the day 
after the executions took place, 
soldiers returned to apologize. 
They handed him a cake saying 
they were sorry that they had been 
given wrong information by 
someone that told them there were 
resistance fighters in their house. 

This is only a very small 
sampling. The only way to 
prevent any of this from being 
repeated ad infinitum is to remove 
US soldiers from their “atrocity- 
producing situation” in Iraq. For 
it is clearer than ever that the 
longer the failed, illegal 
occupation persists, the larger will 
be the numbers of Iraqis 
slaughtered by the occupation 
forces. 


The original article with hypertext links can be viewed at 
http://www.dahrjamailiraq.com/hard_news/archives/ 
newscommentary /000380.php 


“American doctors at Abu Ghraib 
and elsewhere have undoubtedly 
been aware of their medical 
responsibility to document injuries 
and raise questions about their 
possible source in abuse. But those 
doctors and other medical personnel 
were part of a command structure 
that permitted, encouraged, and 
sometimes orchestrated torture to a 
degree that it became the norm— 
with which they were expected to 
comply—in the immediate prison 
environment.” 
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Alternative 
Press 
Magazines 
& Zines 

Because there is such a huge volume 
of alternative material being published, 
in any single issue we are only able to 
review a portion of the periodicals we 
receive. Zines and magazines go in and 
out of publication daily, so don’t be 
surprised if a few of those listed here 
have already folded. You’re almost 
always better off sending cash or stamps 
(or IRCs—International Postal Reply 
Coupons) for smaller zines, unless the 
review specifies otherwise. If you want to 
be sure whether a zine or magazine is 
still available, send a SASE with a 
request for current information first. 

APR will send a free exchange copy 
to every publication reviewed in these 
pages (as long as it is at least 16 pages in 
length in standard 8 V 2 x 11 size or 32 
pages in smaller format). Please be aware 
that we receive hundreds of periodicals, 
more than we could ever review, and are 
constantly backlogged. Also keep in 
mind that the APR issue we send for 
exchanges will be the one a publication 
is reviewed in (when it is reviewed), so 
please be patient. APR does not ex¬ 
change with non-English language 
publications. All reviews in this issue are 
by Thomas Wheeler [TW]. 


A Murder of Crows 

Issue #1/March 2006 (PO Box 20442, Seattle, 
WA 98102; web: www.geocities.com/ 
amurderofcrowsl ) is a promising new 40-page 
anarchist zine focused primarily on sharing 
information and providing critical analysis of 
revolutionary and insurrectionist projects. 
“Solidarity is a Weapon” is a call to act in 
solidarity with those recently arrested for 
allegedly taking part in ELF actions, “Revolt 
and Misrepresentation” surveys and critiques 
the insurrectionary activity—or the lack 
thereof—in New Orleans, Algeria, and 
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Alternative Press Magazines 


Argentina, and “Fire at Midnight, Destruction at 
Dawn” is a lengthy examination of the use of 
sabotage as a viable tool to “destroy the 
master’s house.” Other articles include 
“Insurrectionary Anarchist Projects and Social 
Conflict in Vancouver” and “An Example of 
Struggle Against Deportation Centers for 
Immigrants.” An impressive first issue. 
Recommended. A sample copy is $2 well- 
concealed cash or via blank money order. 

[TW] 

The Independent 

Newsletter of the Independent Institute 

Vol. XVI, No. 1/undated (100 Swan Way, 
Oakland, CA 94621-1428; web: 
www.independent.org ) is an 8-page quarterly 
newsletter from this libertarian pro-capitalist 
think tank. The newsletter’s primary aim is to 
promote the various books and publications 
produced by the institute as well as provide 
brief reports on policy events and highlight 
media appearances from its members. Contact 
them to receive the newsletter by mail. Back 
issues of the newsletter are available on their 
website in pdf format. [TW] 


The Insurgent 

Vol. 17, No. 3/February 2006 (EMU, Suite 
One, University of Oregon, Eugene, OR 
97403-1228; email: sialtmedia@hotmail.com ) is 
a 28-page monthly community newspaper 
serving the Eugene-Springfield, Oregon 
region. This issue features an overview of 
some of the crimes, lies, and scandals of the 
Bush administration plus the latest news on the 
arrests and indictments of individuals accused 
of engaging in alleged ELF activities, including 
a dispatch from political prisoner Jeffrey “Free” 
Leurs on the arrests. Other items of interest 
include an insider expose of fur farm cruelty 
and an analysis of the French riots in the 
immigrant Muslim communities. Subscriptions 
are $ 15/year (12 issues). [TW] 

PR Watch 

Public Interest Reporting on the PR/ 
Public Affairs Industry 

Vol. 13, No. 1/First Quarter 2006 (Center for 
Media & Democracy, 520 University Ave., 
Suite 227, Madison, Wl 53703; web: 
www.prwatch.org ) is a 16-page investigative 
newsletter dedicated to exposing the spin 
served up by public relations firms, their front 


groups and other assorted propaganda-for- 
hire entities. Last year had plenty of Orwellian 
moments and PR Watch examined the 
abundant examples of callous spin campaigns 
and came up with a list of the most outrageous 
in “It Was a Very False Year: The 2005 
Falsies Awards.” Winners included the video 
news release industry, the mainstream media, 
the Bush administration, the U.S. military and 
their PR contractors. Diane Farsetta writes of 
her experiences attending a “PR conference 
for progressives” and questions some of their 
efforts in “True Spin: An Oxymoron or a Lofty 
Goal?” Sheldon Rampton casts an inquisitive 
and skeptical eye towards linguistics professor 
George Lakoff, now an advisor to the 
Democrats, and Bob Burton does some sharp 
fact checking on PR pro Al Caruba and his 
not-so-accurate weekly column. Subscriptions 
are $35/year (4 issues). [TW] 

Turning the Tide 

Journal of Anti-Racist Action, Research & 
Education 

Vol. 19, No. 2/Mar-Apr 2006 (ARA-LA/People 
Against Racist Terror, PO Box 1055, Culver 
City, CA 90232; web: www.antiracistaction.us ) 
is an 8-page bi-monthly tabloid newspaper 
focusing primarily on anti-racist and anti¬ 
colonialist analysis. This issue features “An 
Urgent Message to the Black Movement” 
which advocates a struggle for Black liberation 
from the revolutionary communist Black Riders 
Liberation Party, an organization consisting of 
former Crips and Bloods in Los Angeles, 
modeled in part on the 10-point program from 
the original Black Panther Party. There’s also 
part two of Jerry Bellow’s somewhat pessimistic 
three part series “On Peak Oil, Climate 
Change, Overpopulation and Fascism” which 
examines how resource scarcity will impact 
globalization, consumer society, immigration, 
the economy, and future foreign entangle¬ 
ments—all of them leading to potentially 
ominous territory. Rounding out this issue is a 
statement opposing the state of emergency in 
the Philippines, Jan Susler’s “FBI Commits 
Domestic Terrorism on Independence 
Movement in Puerto Rico,” and Michael 
Novick’s editorial, “Does Repression Breed 
Resistance?” Subscriptions are $ 16/year (6 
issues), checks payable to Michael Novick. 
[TW] 
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Alternative Press Review T-Shirts 

Get your high-quality color t-shirt from APR! 

T-shirts are $16.00 + $3.00 shipping and handling. 

Name_ 

Address_ 

City_ 

State_ Zip Code_ 

Size: Small Medium Large X-Large XX-Large 
(circle one) 

Charge my credit card: Visa MC (circle one) 

Card No._Exp._ 

Signature_ 

Send your order to: 

A.A.L. Press 
PO Box 6245 
Arlington, VA 22206 
Or order online at: www.altpr.org 


Nardwuar the Human Serviette: Doot 
Doola Doot Doot.. .Doot Doo! (DVD) 

(Alternative Tentacles, PO Box 419092, 
San Francisco, CA 94141-9092; web: 
www.alternativetentacles.com ) 

Nardwuar the Human Serviette is the 
freaky, overly kitschy and sometimes an¬ 
noying character from Canada whose in¬ 
terviews are shown on the MuchMusic 
cable show. He has interviewed count¬ 
less celebrities, artists, musicians, and 
politicians and this 2-DVD set collects 
some of the more memorable and more 
than enough forgettable encounters. 

Some of the interview subjects like 
Henry Rollins appear a bit baffled while 
others are thrown off with bizarre ques¬ 
tions. Some like Rob Halford and Gene 
Simmons play along quite well, while oth¬ 
ers simply walk out or run away. When 
Nardwuar asked a member of Slayer how 
they have kept themselves filled with hate 
all these years, the band member half- 
jokingly responded: “Meeting people like 
you.” 


If the dozens upon dozens of occa¬ 
sionally humorous, but mostly pointless, 
snippets of interview footage isn’t 
enough, you also get three interviews 
(three!) with Snoop Dogg. Apparently, 
even that wasn’t enough. This DVD set 
even features an entire segment devoted 
to how Nardwuar prepared for and even¬ 
tually snagged a Snoop Dogg interview. 
Talk about filler material. 

The second disc is loaded with raw 
uncut interview footage including a hilari¬ 
ous segment with evangelist Ernest 
Angley who angrily told Nardwuar that 
“God will strike you down” when he re¬ 
peatedly asked Angley if he could cure 
stupidity and the summertime blues. 

Nardwuar’s schtick can be entertain¬ 
ing now and then with his obscure and 
offbeat questions. So can watching how 
his interview subjects react. But eventu¬ 
ally I was just plain exhausted trying to 
get through the 5 Vi hours of material in 
this DVD set. 

Nardwuar also sings for several bands 
including The Evaporators and Thee Gob¬ 


lins and several band videos and live con¬ 
cert footage are included in this set. 

Not that it really matters, but 
why was it necessary to bleep out all 
the profanities in the interviews on the 
main disc? — Thomas Wheeler 
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Alternative Press Books 



Reading the Riot Act: A Brief 
History of Riots in Vancouver 

Reading the Riot Act: A Brief History of 
Riots in Vancouver by Michael 
Bamholden (Anvil Press, PO Box 3008, 
Main Post Office, Vancouver, BC V6B 3X5, 
Canada; web: www.anvilpress.com ) paper, 
135 pp. $15.00. 

This is an odd book. The author romanti¬ 
cizes the working class in prose that hark¬ 
ens back to the days when Marxist analy¬ 
sis dominated populist history writing. 
Any riot is a good riot, because riots are 
all working-class rebellions against the 
system. And yet he longs, in his words, 
for Vancouver’s spirit of rebellion to be 
commemorated annually with a re-enact¬ 
ment of a depression-era event wherein 
anti-poverty protestors—we are 
told—spontaneously responded to a read¬ 
ing of the Riot Act by singing a Commu¬ 
nist labour hymn,’’The Red Flag,” and 
marching in ranks away from doing battle 
with the police. 


That might strike some readers as 
a contradiction-commemorating the re¬ 
belliousness of rioting with a ritual ca¬ 
pitulation to police authority. But it fits 
hand in glove with nostalgia for a Com¬ 
munist movement whose historic role 
lay in channeling the ‘restive masses’ 
into electoral politics, business-as-usual 
unionism, and polite civil disobedience, 
as opposed to out-of-control mayhem. 

The compliment to this law-and- 
order-from-the-left perspective is 
Bamholden’s fixation on State statistics 
and mass media accounts as the bench¬ 
mark for gaging the character of the 
various riots that have rocked 
Vancouver between 1907 and 2004. This 
stance leads to some questionable rea¬ 
soning regarding the politics of rioting. 

Most disturbing is his reading of 
Vancouver’s historic race riots posi¬ 
tively, as working-class rebellions. In 
the opening chapter, “Anti-Asian Ri¬ 
ots,” he wishes away the racism of 
Vancouver’s notorious September 7-9, 
1907 race riots by arguing “white workers 
were manipulated by the ruling elites.” In 
other words, Vancouver’s European work¬ 
ers were sleep-walking through their own 
bigotry as they rampaged through the 
city’s Chinese and Japanese districts, de¬ 
stroying businesses and beating up 
“Chinks” and “Japs.” 

Indeed, Bamholden goes so far as to 
justify these actions on the basis that, ac¬ 
cording to government statistics, rioters 
concentrated their fury on “the property 
of Japanese and Chinese capitalists.” Pre¬ 
sumably, then, “hand-to-hand combat with 
clubs, knives and guns, rocks, bricks, 
bottles and blocks of wood” down the 
length of Powell Street during the morning 
of September 7 was an exercise in interra¬ 
cial working-class solidarity as was the 
burning of the Japanese Language School 
later that night. 

Presumably it’s also ok to be racist, 
so long as you direct your racism against 
the ruling class of a given race. Such logic 
has its own genealogy, of course. In the 
early 20th-century it crops up in proto-fas¬ 
cist writings which cast “proletarian vio¬ 


lence” as the death knell of “Jewish” capi¬ 
talism. 

Interestingly, class makes no appear¬ 
ance in Bamholden’s second “Anti-Asian” 
riot. In this instance, Japanese Canadians 
held in an immigration shed pending their 
removal to interment camps during World 
War Two protested by trashing the build¬ 
ing. Bamholden labels the riot “unique and 
unclassifiable, “ seemingly because it is 
insufficiently working-class to fit his 
schema. How, then, is it “Anti-Asian”? 
Bamholden argues the internees’ rebellion 
should be lumped in with the 1907 riots 
because establishment Vancouver news¬ 
papers condemned it on racist grounds. 
This is a strange way of silencing the voices 
of the protestors, but it keeps the theme of 
the book moving along. 

Bamholden finds his stride in the next 
two chapters, where he discusses the 
1909/11 Free Speech fights of the Indus¬ 
trial Workers of the World and the anti¬ 
poverty demonstrations of the 1930s. Here 
the working-class were front-and-center 
and the causes they rioted for were just. 
Most importantly, there is no necessity to 
contort history in the name of working- 
class struggle. 

Subsequent coverage of prison riots, 
hippy riots, and sports riots makes for 
some pretty entertaining reading. The chap¬ 
ter on “Sports Riots” stands out in this 
regard. Tension between the successful 
marketing of violence and the rioting phe¬ 
nomenon is masterfully played up by 
Bamholden, who juxtaposes statements by 
hockey great Conn Smythe—’’First you 
have to beat them in the alley”—with 
Vancouver mayor Philip Owen, “We are 
not going to give the city up to the ransom 
of a few trouble makers”-to drive the point 
home. Drunken loutishness, window shop¬ 
ping with bricks... the class war nature of 
Vancouver sports riots comes together in 
a free alternative newspaper, Terminal City, 
which, in May 1994, called for poor 
Vancouver hockey fans to celebrate the 
pending victory of the local home team by 
rioting and stealing on the last night of the 
play-offs (the team lost, but the fans ri¬ 
oted anyway). 
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Alas, Barnholden has nothing to say 
about the politics of Terminal City which 
might lend weight to this remarkable me¬ 
dia event. The next chapter, covering dem¬ 
onstrations against the Asian Pacific Eco¬ 
nomic Cooperation (APEC) Summit in 1997, 
does a better job sketching out what moti¬ 
vated the (mostly) student participants to 
riot, but it too fails to grapple with the im¬ 
plications. 

And that, generally, is the problem. 
Bamholden’s class-struggle analysis turns 
out to be a political dead-end wherein riot¬ 
ing is just a structural blip in the capitalist 
system, “a mere corrective, a warning, and 
a call for adjustment.” This irons out the 
nuances of political resistance, leaving us 
as prone and defenseless as the victim of 
a police beating whose photograph graces 
the final page. — Allan Antliff 


Alternative Press Books 


50 American Revolutions 
You’re Not Supposed to Know 

50 American Revolutions You’re Not Sup¬ 
posed to Know: reclaiming American 
patriotism by Mickey Z. (Disinformation 
Company, New York, 2005) 155 pp. 
$9.95. paperback. 

This little tome on American history 
belongs in the back pocket of every Ameri¬ 
can. 

If you are familiar with the famous 
“People’s History of the United States” by 
Howard Zinn, then you will appreciate this 
new book by Mickey Z. on all of that Ameri¬ 
can radicalism that you never hear about. 
Mickey Z. is an American writer who fre¬ 
quently writes about politics and culture 
for alternative media, including magazines 
such as CounterPunch. In 50 American 
Revolutions, Mickey Z. has assembled an 
interesting history of little known and 


lesser known incidents in American his¬ 
tory. Z. covers more widely known histori¬ 
cal incidents such as Muhammad Ali say¬ 
ing no to the draft, but he also highlights 
lesser known history such as Lizzie 
Jennings “getting on the bus” in 1854 in 
New York City, anticipating Rosa Parks’ 
activism by more than a century. 

This collection is arranged in a series 
of small chapters which explain the his¬ 
tory and importance of each entry. Each 
chapter is followed by a few entries in a 
timeline that runs throughout the book. 
The chapter “Angela’s Afro” starts off 
with a quote from Angela Davis, followed 
by a brief biography of Davis, covering 
her involvement with SNCC, the Black Pan¬ 
thers, her imprisonment, and her subse¬ 
quent career as a writer, academic, and ac¬ 
tivist. The entry ends by noting that in 
1970, Ronald Reagan, then governor of 
California, declared that Angela Davis 
would never teach again in that state. As 
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of2006, Davis is still teaching in California 
while Reagan lies rotting in his grave. 

50 American Revolutions is another 
installment in a line of informational books 
being published by the Disinformation 
Company. In recent years, the 
Disinformation folks have been publish¬ 
ing a line of books in the vein of “The Book 
of Lists” and the “Guinness Book of World 
Records” which were popular in the 1970s. 
The Disinformation series includes recent 
titles such as “EVERYTHING You Know 
About SEX is WRONG “ and “50 Things 
You’re Not Supposed To Know.” 
Disinformation is bringing alternative in¬ 
formation and viewpoints to a mass mar¬ 
ket audience, which is one of the encour¬ 
aging things about books such as 50 
American Revolutions. 

If one could take issue with anything 
about this book, one could criticize the at¬ 
tempt to remake American patriotism in a 
more radical flavor. The book’s cover fea¬ 
tures a design based on the American flag 
and the subtitle “Reclaiming American Pa¬ 
triotism.” There are several quotes 
sprinkled around the book under the head¬ 
ing “Patriot Words.” This re-making of 
patriotism is rather minor in the book, but 
it does raise questions about American left¬ 
ists who defensively try to recuperate pa¬ 
triotism instead of simply condemning pa¬ 
triotism as the mass stupidity it really is. 
Mickey Z.’s effort to highlight and recast 
the more radical aspects of American his¬ 
tory as the real history of the U.S. recalls a 
1978 book by David DeLeon titled The 
American As Anarchist: Reflections on 
Indigenous Radicalism. In that book, 
DeLeon excavated the many radical peri¬ 
ods and episodes in American history, ar¬ 
guing that radicalism and radical move¬ 
ments have been an essential component 
of American history, politics and culture. 

Given its inexpensive cover price, 50 
American Revolutions is one of those 
books that make a perfect gift, birthday 
present, or covert coffee table book at your 
local dentist’s office. An excellent, concise 
overview of the real American history that 
has been neglected by textbooks and 
teachers. — Chuck Munson 


Save the ideas! Without independent sources 
of ideas and discussion, democracy can't thrive. 
The Independent Press Association works to 
nurture and encourage independent publications 
committed to a free press, social justice, and a 
diversity of voices on the newsstand. To learn 
more, write to I PA, 2729 Mission St, Suite 1, 
San Francisco, CA 94110-3131. 

On-line: www.indypress.org or 
indypress@indypress.org. 


Against Civilization is a startling new anthol¬ 
ogy (with contributions from Rousseau to the 
Unabomber) edited by John Zerzan. $10 + $2 
p&h from C.A.L. Press, POB 1446, Columbia, 
MO 65205-1446. 


Future Primitive and Other Essays is the 

book by John Zerzan that doesn’t just “ques¬ 
tion authority,” it demolishes it. $7 + $2 p&h = $9 
total from A.A.L. Press, POB 6245, Arlington, 
VA 22206 


www.infoshop.org - Your guide to online an¬ 
archy. One of the most popular online sources 
for news, opinion, resources, and debate. With 
new sections on radical youth, science, eco¬ 
nomics, and DIY culture. Also available in Span¬ 
ish, Italian, and German. We’ve been kicking 
capitalist balls since 1995! 


Peter Lamborn Wilson, Gothic Institu¬ 
tions (Xexolian Editions, Dreamtime 
Village, Wisconsin, 2005) 76 pp $10.00 

Since moving to a small town in up¬ 
state New York, Peter Lamborn Wilson has 
been settling in and trying to enchant his 
surroundings with his own eclectic 
sensibility. This book is his wish list of 
fantasies realized. Wilson envisages a 
rebel utopia hidden in a forgotten rural 
backwater, where radical politics is con¬ 
spiratorial and anarchy spreads incremen¬ 
tally, like moss. Having grown up in the 
region, I can attest to the fact that there 
are no anarcho-monastic communities 
working hand-in-hand with Anabaptists to 
get the dope crop harvested any where in 


Alternative Press Review back issue sets 

(#1 thru #20) are only $50 postpaid from A.A.L. 
Press, POB 6245, Arlington, VA 22206. Add $10 
for first-class/airmail. 


APR T-shirts available for $16.00 + $3.00 post¬ 
age and handling, $19 total. Available in S, M, L, 
XL, and XXL. A.A.L. Press, POB 6245, Arling¬ 
ton, VA 22206. 


Anarchy: A Journal of Desire Armed is an 

84-page magazine critical of all ideologies, in¬ 
cluding anarchism. Sample copy: $6 from C.A.L. 
Press, POB 1446, Columbia, MO 65205-1446. 
Full sets of back issues in print (#14 thru #58) 
are available at only $80. 


Alternative Press Review Bundle Special. $25 

for 10 copies of the current issue, $40/20 cop¬ 
ies, $75/50 copies, $100/100 copies postpaid 
with no returns. Add $10 for outside the U.S. 
A.A.L. Press, POB 6245, Arlington, VA 22206 


LOVELIFE: profane testament after 
Schopenhauer & Thoreau. Gratis from Solus, 
POB 111, Porthill, ID 83853. 


Advertise in APR’s unclassified section for 400 
per word, with a minimum of 15 words. 10% off 
for running three consecutive ads. Payment 
must be in advance only, sent to: A.A.L. Press, 
POB 6245, Arlington, VA 22206 (PO box num¬ 
bers, telephone numbers, states, & zip + 4 codes 
all count as only one word each.) 


Wilson’s bioregion. On the other hand, if 
that sort of fantasy appeals to you, then 
this is your book. Its lighthearted 
and best reviewed in that spirit. Otherwise 
one might be tempted to point out 
that the Hudson River valley school of 
painters so much admired by Wilson took 
great delight in representing the indig¬ 
enous peoples’ former territory as 
unspoilt wilderness, devoid of any prior 
occupancy before the settlers moved 
in. But what’s the point? The book is no 
substitute for history: its all 
fake, including the poems. And that’s ok, 
as long as you don’t take any of it 
seriously or feel any obligation to finish it. 
I didn’t. — David Oser 
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Alternative Press Review 

YOUR GUIDE BEYOND THE MAINSTREAM 

Don’t miss future issues! 


The Alternative Press Review can be your window on the 
world of independent media. APR publishes a wide variety of the 
best essays from radical zines, tabloids, books and magazines— 
essays that deserve a much wider readership than they currently 
enjoy. Plus, APR publishes a selection of short and lively article 
excerpts in each issue, along with reviews, commentary and 
columns on the alternative press scene and other alternative 
media. 

Don’t forget our Special Offer: Renew for two years at $32 
($48 international) and receive a free copy of John Zerzan’s 
book Future Primitive, or a free copy of Zerzan’s Running on 
Emptiness. 



Alternative Press Review Subscription 


O Send me a 1 year (4 issues) subscription for $16. Add $8 for 
first class delivery. 

O Send me a 2 year (8 issues) subscription for $32 along with a 
free copy of Future Primitive or Running on Emptiness (circle 
one). Add $16 for 1st class. 

O Send me a 1 year international subscription for $24 by surface 
mail. Add $8 for airmail delivery. 

O Send me a 2 year international subscription for $48 along with a 
free copy of Future Primitive or Running on Emptiness (circle 
one). For airmail add $16. 

O Send me a 1 year sustaining subscription for $100 along with a 
free copy of Future Primitive and Running on Emptiness. 
Sustainers also get a free APR t-shirt (specify size: SM, Med, 

Large, XL, or XXL). 

O Send me an APR T-Shirt for $19.00 (specify size: SM, Med, 
Large, XL, or XXL). 

O Send $6 for 1 back issue, $10 for 2, & $3 each for additional 
ones. Vol.1 ,#1 #2 #3 #4 Vol.2,#1 #2 #3 #4 Vol.3,#1 #2 Vol. 4,#1 Vol 5, 
#1, #3, Vol. 6,#1 #2, Vol. 7, #1, Vol. 8 #1, Vol. 9 #1 #2, Vol. 10 #1 (circle 
choices). Airmail is $2 extra for each issue ordered. Contents of 
back issues are listed on our website. 


O Send me a complete back issue set (19 issues total) for $40. $50 
for orders outside of North America. $80 for Libraries. 

O APR Bundle Special: $25 for 10 copies of the current issue, $40/ 
20 copies, $75/50 copies, $100/100 copies postpaid with no returns 
(circle one). Add $10 for outside US. 

O I wish to donate $_to help Alternative Press Review. 

O Charge my credit card 
O Visa O MasterCard 

Card No._Exp Date_ 

Signature_ 

Check or money order payable to: A.A.L. and send it to: A.A.L. Press, 
POB 6245, Arlington, VA 22206-6245, U.S.A. 

(All subscriptions are in US dollars; checks or money orders in other currencies 
must add the equivalent to US $35 for conversion.) Allow one to three months for 
regular delivery; allow one to three weeks for first class or airmail delivery. Sub¬ 
scriptions are unconditionally guaranteed. If you are not completely satisfied, the 
remainder of your subscription will be refunded. 


Name 

Address _ 

City _ State_ Zip Code 

Country (for International Subscriptions)_ 

O Add me to the APR-News Email List! (your email)_ 
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